* a 1 A AND T H B . 


- 


3 N Foe En 
PRESERVATIVE 


uch Bad db 7 5 N-, TW oo. rr 
* cal elan. 8 4 Peluſiot. 


By "The Divige Rights of the = 
„7 Nation. 5 | 


” = 
F? 5 b * 4 
* . - + 1 
5 55 1 EF + PRE. | ** bk. WC 2 7 
* — — —_ — — * * _—_ — * — 
Y - * 5 „ * = f * Y Ss 1 
* * . - =, 
, * wy „ , ” ” 0 * 
, . . © . 1 f, 
7 — 
0 A 
* 4 - vw * % 
* 1 ” 
: _ * 
** 
” p & a 
* # : 
7 


) be BY for 8 16H iy ines. 
. Corner, J. HAARIsOR at e Royal Exchange a 
1 & Dov without Temple-Bar.  M.DGGG _ . 


» 


* 


* 


be 


* 
1 


2 9 25 | | A 2 > 0 {| „5 
5 3 \W N % 2 \.# '$ ILILIL | 
| "+; ou 


4 
*% 
1 
KA a 2a 6 4i aca _ © 


0 . 
"TI 14: f * a 
* 4 ? ; i L } 1 # 
1 i \4L s 1 * L vi 4 1 * 
* 4 
* 
. 6.4 — * 
» EY # : f # 7 ; A N 
* * * , 8 f 9 \ * - 4 3 — / 
— ] { } 3 7 T1 : 1 £ ; - M \ h 12 &# v7 — - — -/ ö 
— 


92 22 „ „„ Coe 8 242 "4 to © ao a« - v4 — — — ” =— * * , 
* 
e 
1 — ©. 
4 a * n 4 
m - » 7 . * k . 
2 p : \ \ - — : * 1 2 2 24 - . 
_ LEI > - —- * — s k # * 8 
— » p ' 
. * 'Y ' * 
1 | * oO * 1 
SS * 
* 
; TT i a ——— I—  — ͥ -- ͤ—U—— 1 t — — 
* 
, sY " . a 
” N & * - " &* —_— l 30 % * K * 7 * — \ 1 
* : 4 - T : — „ — 0 9 %S * wa 
fe 3% <* - - N ph 
* , g _- 
* : f 0 K . 
Y \ x [ (£4 1 1 I 9 GD 
® 3 * > . * 4 wad 4 o * bs 
, . bh 
. * 4 — — A n „„ 
64«..è % ˙—— CESS 1 D Ae Crew — td den — . | 


| : & - 0 8 - 
ol - T2 C8 Lf? 14 AY __ + wt 
1, * * # 4 7 7 * 1111 % * . 18 {\ Ty, \ i 7 1 
94 JO eri AMIVISI 6 1 \\ „K 94 1a. 
. \ 
k 2 1 * 0 0 
{ 
a ( 
ol * 7 
LY 
a -. 
: 
_ e *% \V A 
— o 0 


a οοανẽ, N. S000 * 
4lqz3 ba * en 447 Ac) 


i 242 USGS nod Huw n do eln 


Fa i, 


98228888 Freren , 

E 

EI ian TIT! * Wenne * Mus; 2 17 na 
DD 4 


The Biſhop of Bizcoks Pre: 
"hp ſervative Henn, Sc. 


— | 6351 $%; 4 

hx pots il als s, In Jon. 
[1939 261 L0G4000t * \ (Its nl 131 
46! Mr LORD,” a 


10431982 


HEN forme. 1 the FPS and 2 
WAI (mall number of our Clergy, refus d 
the Oaths that were nl An- 
1689, I have very 4. good Reaſon 
to believe, not one of em had it in 
— his Thoughts, at firſt, to form a 
| Separation from, eur Church. The e Queſtions upon 

which there was a Diſagreement at that time, were 
ö chiefly of a Civil Nature; about which there began 
to be, different Opinions in the Reign of King — 
the Firſt : yet theſe were not judg'd to be of that 
Dae to the Church, as to make it neceſſary 

— a z4-yanecation to declare its Judgment there- 


_ I take it bs granted (becauſe | am ſure the 
contrary, does not appear from any Authentick A& 
or Deciſion made or done in any Convocation held 
from the beginning of the Reformation) that our 
A * never yet in ber: Supreme Indiegrore, as 
ts 
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4 The Biſhop f BAncon's 
a ſpecial Deliberation, given us her final -and expli- 
Cite Declaration of her Senſe upon all the Queſtions 
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n' Who have of late 

Years refus'd the Oaths : Of this their Men of Read- 
ing cannot be ignorant. And certainly it ought to 
be well conſider d by em, that though there has been 
no * be 8 by our whole 
Church-Repreſentative, upon the ſeveral Queſtions 
in difpurt bebweth Vs and the Nodjerors5- yet out 
Biſhops, aud our ableſt Writers, haye often d&c 


plainly wete diflereadt from 
the a 
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their Senſe before the Reboluftn happen d: and 
Na 4 * 25 


hes im the Reigu uf Ring Cheries the 


ich 
time they conld be ander nb | 


— wn 


whieh/ is more that that, —— 
S or Im 


from their own er the -pablick Circumſtances; and 
dy edaſtquence, their Judgments muſt have been rhe 


more impartial. Men of Probity and Modeſty can 
never. perfaade themſelves, thut what was done and 
agtecd; nay and zealouſly eſpous'd by our Biſhops in 
- "Parliament in the Caſe of the Queen of Scots, and 
the Aſſiſta nee of her Subjects and the Dutch, agaill 
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8 8 ſide, Ah 4s fully 6g aft 
Prop ſufficiently 2 — 
rae af "on 1 2 25 weak aud evaſtve 
th id Halt tem. 
Ee ee 
4 haye dur 
contro verted Qgeſtions about Civil Power and 
eee ſo tis not , probable they wih do it: 
Obedlente in general to Supetiors of 
— is a Sei emer ne; yet the particular 
of Civil Power and Obedience are Matters 
Fot a Civil Nature and Cogaizance, and are un. 
1 6 finally determinable by bat Laws, and in out 
d * Afſemblits, in Fatliament; and by no means 
in ae who act not there a Legillators, by 
2 ſapreate aud utidetiv'd Authority. 
„ Bowertr, my Lord, we have on and dbu 
Beclefialticat Authorities thät are extuur; 1 
that of but Biſhops acting in their Legiſlative 
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ty, it ſome Inſtances or other; in every 
© the Ref6ttuation;, As L ſhall filly 'evince 
upon ſome other Occaſion. But, which is above all 
"Aathorities, 'We have alſo on our fide the high- 
eld Authority, I mean the Word of God; and, The 
1 Sent of all Cirihzd Nations: To which 
_ Adver fut ies, the Vj arri, oppoſe ſome ill-cho- 
e yon the” Homzlirs, and the Writings of 
Private and they are ſo unreaſonable, as to 
ſte ſach defeRtive Authorities the Doctrine of the 
Charch; and demand we ſhould receive em as fuck. 
And as to their Comments the Thirteenth of 
the Roman, and ſome other Texts in the Old and 
Kew Teſtamedt, they are ſo ijadicions, not to ſay - 
abſurd and ſtupid, chat I have often bluſh'd to ſee 
ſome Men, who in other Matters are not deſtitute of 
ES wp rev and E openly eſpouſing and 
forming 
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8.7 ln this Diſpoſition, axe our bead Es * 
tiſts, though their I. ABI croft, Biſhop 
Kenny; agd Dr. Hickesg were all within a few hours o 
taking, the Oaths, to King Wiliam- 20 he N 
perhaps, who died. ſome. pears ſin hought 
of the Schemes 1 Dr. Hickes, An. hi his * 1 —4 
form G afterwards ; and bad; they lid, tis reaſona-, 
ble to,think, would bave diſapproy d em. By * 
Death of the reſt, Dr. Hicte: was left at 143 
of the Schiſm, and being a Man — Spirit an 2 
fſity, .xeſoly'd to be conſiderable;: with the Al 
of ſome Under- Writers, he has leyen' d the Nation 
| with ſome Principles inconſiſtent. with our Na 
tion in Cbarch and State; when at the ſame he 
wal: l pretend an extraordinary * 
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Preſervative Defended, &c. 7 
boch, ubd by thar impoſe upon the Uawary. But 
now they" have throw n off che Mask; they declare 


8. 8. This Party, though inconſiderable in it ſelf 
for Numbers or Intereſt, ' yet ate confident and tur- 
bulent; chiefly becauſe they have receiv'd tod much 
Countenance from ſome, who have taken the Oiths 
to the preſent Government; whom, in rec uital 
for that Kindneſs, the Nonjurors look upon'as A- 
poſtates. TNA Diane aer 180 


Jacobite Furty to be the only True Church of Eng- 
land an; ng 


Principles, when too many ſet out at firſt? without 
any good Foundation; and ſo few give Attention e- 
nough to examine the Grounds of the Chriſtian Re- 
ligion, and of out Engliſh Reformation and Conſti- 
tution. Others ate under an unhappy Biaſs from 


Lof moſt are not owing to Meditation, but Party. 
Warm with Prejadice and Party- Zeal, ſome have 
fallen upon the Biſhop of Bangs: Preſervative; tis 


not ſtrauge he ſhould oſſend the Nonfurors, for their 


Cauſe is defperate: methinks therefore abler Pens 
ſhould” have been employ'd. But tis ſurprizin 


to 
fad two Perſons of our own Cömmunion — che 
Biſhop/ with ſo little Ceremony. Some years ſince 


our Biſhops'is a ſure Mark of a Presbyrerian : if Men 
indulge this peeviſh Humour, they will gratify the 
Papiſts, and call our Liturgy and Homilies Presbyre- 
ria at laſt. © The common Enemy beaſt in theit Cor- 
reſpondence abroad, of the Giddineſs of our People, 
and make uſe of the preſent ill Temper of the Na- 
tion to gain Proſelytes; Numbers are become Fa- 
vouters of Popery, and are ready upon a flight At- 
tack or Invitation to quit our Communion, for a 
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F. 9. Tis no wonder to ſee u FliQuation in Mens 


Reſentment or Diſappointment; and the Opitions 


| Man would for this have been call'd a thouſand 
rsbytirians 5 now the Tide is turn'd, to defend 
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dor 5 71 defending the Church and State, ſome o 
our falſe Brethren and pretended —— | im 
ately raiſe all the (Jamours and Calamnies fo can 
invent, and are as boſy to aly to ſore.the lt ye 725 
if they had 1 n 
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Preſervative Defendadꝭ &c. 
ſhall Joe xcaſona bier is an unalterahle Right; | 
Need an t, d, Fore be giveſted. of it by their 
Tate i n Faſt; it toe aften happens to be 
pn 5 This, Right has often been exercisd by 
our Nation, and byn all our Neighbour Nations, as 
fally+ appears in History. ,Tbe Caſe of the Su- 
arts: is 41 famous Iaſtance of; it: The Poſſeſſion of 
the. Throne of Setland by them was purely arciden- 
tal, as the Lm Words are; it was not fix'd-by 
any Divine Law, nor by any Human Law, that gave 
the Stuanms an unalterable Right, but by an Act ot the 
States or Parliament of Se land- And is there any 
human poſitive Law, or Act of Parliament, in its 
ows nature unaltetable? Surely. the Lyman is a 
Gentlaman of too mach Senſe, and, 1 hope, af too 
much Candour,/ to affirm there ist.. 
. , The Profervative, be ſays, is built upon tuo 
ice, that the Kong ma deprive Biſhops, ani the 
4 Peopl depoſe Kings ; or alienate their Right by Att: af 
their enn, hieb they may have. the Liberty te call 
& Ane Parliament. Sir, ſaving the Impropriety 
of your Terms, what is there new or abſurd in this? 


have claim'd- and .exercis'd à Right of depriving) Bi- 
ſhops of their Temporalities, and of the Exerciſe: of 
Diooeſes, bat their Priace's Dominions, by; Impri⸗ 
ſonment, Baniſhment, or expreſs Prohibitions,. And 
ogr and all civiliz'd Nations have aſſerted and ex- 
ercis d their Rigbt, as they ſaw occaſion, to depoſe 
or ſet aſde (not Kings, Sir, for they who are truly 
and properly ſach, are not de Jure oppoſable or depo: 
fable); bat Tyrants, that is, Enemies to their Coun» 
tty, „and £0: ankind, I need not Put this Gentle“ 
mag an mind of the Honours that: were done; by 
erectiag Statnes to the Memory of rmodbe and 
Ariſtegiton, the Deliverers of their Country from 
Hipparchia. However = may judge by that of the 
| enalI#'c  +->. Senſe 
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in our, and all other Chriſtian Kingdoms, Princes 
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Senſe of the Gre u: But Examples would bt infi- 
nite. The Nen, Senate gave Sentence in ſich Ca- 
| ſes, Suston. in Neyon. cap. 49 Aud the E Men- 
ceſlau (the German'Sardanapalis) was depos d, Cm 
muni Suffragio abyogarum Menoeſios Imperium: Schon- 
born, de Poteſtate Elethorum, in Electione c De _ 
tiene Tmperatorum. I refer this Layman for In 
of this kind to the Hiſtories of Sweden, 0 
France, Spain, and other European Monarchies. . By 
which publick Acts he will find not only the public 
Peace and Liberties have been preſerv d, but thoſe 
very Moenarchies have been eſtabliſh'd upon a more 
laſting Foundation. When National Aſſemblies 
have before them an Affair of this nature, they can't 
be properly ſaid;zo alienate 4 Right, for that was be- 
fore either erf e or abdicated; but rather to aſ- 
ſert their ow7 Rights, and to ſettle their own Affairs, 
which every private Man may do: And ſuch Natio- 
nal Aſſemblies will always take a liberty to ſtile their 
own Acts by what Names they think fit, how im- 
5 ſoever it may appear to this Gentleman: 
Who has not confider'd that Nations have laſted af- 
ter the Extinction of ſeveral Regal Families; and 
whenever that has happen'd, the Supreme Power 
was ſolely in the Eftares or National Aſſemblies: 
who acting in the higheſt Capacity, and with an Ab- 
ſolute and Sovereign Power, may therefore give what 
Stile or Denomination they pleaſe to their own Ads; 
by which Acts they create new Regal Families, or 
new Forms of Government, and diſpoſe of 5; Mug 
ſelves and their Affairs by an: Independent and Un- 
lümited Authority. 
But the Power and Authority of Regal Families, 
ſet up by National Aſſemblies, muſt be limited in 
the nature of the thing, becauſe *tis morally impoſ- 
fible +.to- conceive an gy of wag - Men 
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Pteſeryative Defendel, &c. 14. 
ſhould derive a Power from themſelves againſt. them- 
ſelyes: Sach Ads are null, * in private Caſes, by 
our add the Roman Law. To, plead. therefore for 
abſolute. Submiſſion, or Obedience to limited Power, 
is abſurd: Aud to ſuppoſe ſuch Obedience to be an 
Apoſtolical Principle, as the Author, of the Layman's 
brief Obſervations, Nc, paę · 10. ſeems, to do, is more. 
abſurd. - And as. for, his rwo, antient Apoſtolical Prin- 
ciples of  Ohedience. to the Civil Magiſtrate, and the 
Rigbts of the Holy C atbolick, Church, they will not be 
diſputed. u hen rightly ſtated. Lis the abſurd and 
ſtupid Senſe of thoſe Docrines propos d by the Non- 

jurors, that ooly is rejected, and ought to * 
My Lord, let them be Anathema, whoever they be, 
who are for giving a Sanction to Tyranny: of Anar- 
chy . Let the. Rights of Princes be ſacred, and let the 
Rights of Nations be as. ſacred: But let not unskil- 
fuß angry Men take upon them to call that the Prince's 
Right, or the 1 0 $ Duty, which is nothing leſs: 
Let them not preſume to ſtile Abſurdities Apoſtolick 

iriges, and Doctrines of our Church, and then 
call in the French or the Suedes to perſuade us to be- 

liexe tem. I By n 0 

6.13: We know the Church and State to be diſtin 
"gs, P-12, and that Obedience is due to the Laws 
of each. But then that Obedience is a reaſonable AR, 
and is to be govern'd by the Laws of each Society, 

and not by the arbitrary Dictates of Princes, either 

Secular or Spiritual. The Chriſtian Laws of higheſt 

Authority are coatain'd in the Chriſtian Code, the 

New Teſtameat ; we are bound to the ſtricteſt Obſer- 

vance of them. But for true Faith and Allegiance 

« to the Authority lodg'd in Eccleſiaſtical Bodies, by 

„ Sugceſſion from the Apoſtles,” pag. 12. as the Terms 

are new, ſo the Notion is falſe, and has miſled a 

great part of Chriſtendom into an open Reſiſtance of 
the Supreme Power and Authority of the ſacred Ca- 
nons of the Holy Scriptures. Mankind are ſo prone to 
become the Servants of Men, and Eccleſiaſtical Bodies 
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ks in St Aer as this Lay-Gentle- 


Sung d to their om Acts and Deeds; and to the cer- 
tam Laws ef God; but to te obligd by the Acts of 
Pepton, '"whb die uigt cor Delepares' or Repreſenra- 
tives; wo act — And pretend hot to 20 dy out 
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n the Aff mati ve, it mill, he ſays, ' make 


| be Night v 2 — "and wur Nia dem little derer 
43 Eleftive.” The" ſecond 'Queftion he anſwers 


right, dies 2 to the firſt Queſtion, he only ſays 
there will follow t wo Inconveniences, if that Queſ- 


tion be not anſwer'd affirmatively; that is, if we 
Won't affirm, Thar 4 Pririce, tho a Papiſt, has 4 Right 
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over in, then his Right will 45 very 41 
Kingilom littie 5 than Elrctive. 1anſwer ; 
5 Maine were generally wife and good, an elec- 


5 tive Succeſſion would be the bett; but in the — 


State of Things, the Hereditary is certainly b 

to avoid Parties and Conflicts at every Demiſe. "Bac 
then no Hereditary Succeſſion can be eſtabliſh'd, or 
was indeed ever eſtabliſh'd with au abſoture Non. ob- 
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Preſervative Deſenued, &c. 13 
tion whatever. Tbis very Gentleman, pap: 15. ſays, 
Lunary, of Natural Jntapacity are virruntly vxrepced in 
Sues, as wel as > Famhies, being of a Civil 
Natart. The Right of Sacceſſion” ariſes from the 
firſt Settlement, br from a conſtant tacit Conſent to 
the Succeſſion of the next Lineal Heir; but this Set- 
tlememt and this Conſent are reaſonable Acts of rea- 
ſbnable Creatures, Who never intended to reſign 
thetuſelves and their Heirs to an Enemy, or aa Apol- 
- of the State: yet this ſtapid Hypotheſis mult be 
+ Foundation of al oht Conteſts with the Nowjn- 
ert, or another Notion that is Wworſe, . That 
G69; tho an infinirely wiſe and good Being, has de- 
livet d up great Cunton of Mankind to certain Regal 
Families, and their Heirs after them, with a Title 
Inde feafible and Vnchangeable either by thoſe Princes 
or the People; tho the greateſt and moſt general 
publick Good might accrue from ſuch à Change: 
dick is a Principe fo highly teflecting on beth che 
Wiſdotr and Goodneſs of Almigkty Gody 10d ſo 
confident an Aſfertion, without ground ußen, and 
indeed with very little countenance from the Holy 
Scriptures, that *tis ſtrange any Perſon of attentive 
Reffection ſhould maintain fo monſtrous and fo abfurd 
an Hypotheſis. iR ers 58) * WIV 
"$1; The Nonjorors,as was hinted before, are fort' d 
to allow, © That 4* Lumarick of 1470) may be cverred, 
% pur under the Reffr aint of 's Regenry, which'ss an of=" 
fectuul Excluſion from Government \ and thirbeeanſe 
* bt is wholly uncapable of anſwering the Ends of Go- 
* Uernment. This # fo plain, thut all, even the moſt 
«* imwilling, actnomledg it in the Caſe of Idiocy br Mal- 
« neſs. The End f Government: is acknowle4gd the 
& ſufficient ' only Reaſon for fetting afide Lnnaticks or 
* Tdiors, and therefore the ſame End of Governnient 
* bolds tqually in ul paraltel Casei. F a Prince bas 
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* Biſhep's Preſervative, Mag. 21, 23. 
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verument be is to exerciſe, cannot, in virtue of thoſe 
Principles, but change or deſtroy the Gorernment. 


The Miſchief in the two Caſes. differs juſt as — 2 


as the Eqmity of Fool ora Madman differs from 

- Enmity of a crafty; politick Enemy. if Kliocy o 
Lunacy then be ag Incapacity allowed in all Times, 
and in all Nations, Pb Bigetry is a far greater In- 
capacity: in our and all. Prot 


Bangor * (as was faid before) a cy, ar 
Natural Intapatity to be of A Cini Nature, and wur- 
44 tuelly, 2 in. States 45. well #5, private Families, 
« but. Moral Inc apaciiy, be ſays, is f another. nature, 


« and never interrupts. the Succeſſion in 4 Family, witb- 


4 opt the, concurrent Will of the Teſtatar, &c. Which 
is a.great, Miſtake 3. for Treaſon and Felony. axe Mo- 
ral. incapacities, which interrupt and extinguiſh Suc- 
ceſſion in private Families; and ſa does Popery here, as 
well as Proteſfantiſin in France. And Popery is ſuch a 
Moral Incapacity, as obliges its Votaries to uſe all 
their, power to deſtroy Hereticks by Fire and Sword, 


* Layman's Confiderations on the Biſhop of Bangor's Ar- 
» guments, pag. 15. n ei: LO 
ut 30 to 


Nations. The. 
LayzGentleman,, who remarks: 4 0 7 the: Biſhop of 
dmits ©: 


FI Vw wg Pw ew oa _ bw —_—[rr 


N eee Dee K is 
5 overturn nt States and Governimentsy.to 
late ( Treaties.” and the moſt ſacred Ohli- 
tber tis not 'poſſible for a Man, in a mo- 
to were incapable of auy Truſt, than a 
Popiſh* Prince is of ' a Priteſitye Government. The 
LayGeiitleman thinks the Biſhop concludes too much 
from the lncapacty of one Popilh Prince to the Ex- 
ddfibn'of all His Popiſh Heirs; bat if Popery be it 
ſelf 11 bein Y in all 
Heirs, ougbt as 
Br able of N cMing a Proteſtant — 2 2 
9. 16. The Lay-Gentleman' argues to this effect, 
pag-15. that If a Heathen Prince muſt be ſubmitted 
te, by Rom. 13. then „ Payiſt, who is leſs dangerous, 
«© m be ſubmitted to. Submiſſion was due to a 
Heathen Emperor, and is due to a Po piſh, Prince, 
unleſs he and his Heirs are excluded by the Conſtitu- 
tion; Chriſtians in early Ages ſubmitted to the Civil 
Laws, and Governors in being; the Conſtitution was 
agaluſt them, but is for us. A Pagan Prince govern'd 
a Pagan State by Pagan Laws: We are a-Proteſtant 
Nation; and "have a Proteſtant Conſtitution, to 
which our Princes owe Submiſſion, fo as to make it 
the Role of their Government, which a PopiſhPrince” 
can't do; and if he can't rule us by our Laws, he 
can't rule us at all, for we can be goverm'd no 
other ways. The Primitive Chriſtians bad no Laws 


to defend them from Pane we have Laws to 
defend us againſt Po 


Which they can't do, if they 
are not executed, a that will never be by a Popiſh 


Prince. The Primitive Chriſtians as Men muſt: be 
ſubject in Temporals to ſome Civil Government; 
they bad no Chriſtian Civil Government for the firſt 
three Centuries, ' and therefore they ſubmitted to 
the Pagan Civil Powers in all Countries where they 
dwelt; as our Travellers do, except in jous 
Matters alone. Had the Laws of the R tate 
excluded a Pagan or Tyrannical Emperor, St. Paul 
hal book the laſt Man in the whole Roman ne 


— 
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who: would: have pleaded for Obedience to, him, o 
for bis Reſtauration: [The Peace, of tend 2 
the Rights of Mankind, were of 5770 
of higher value ia the de ee of the ib f 
ters, than the imaginary'and-maſtupreaſonable,i 
of any Tyrannical Prince, who had a Right. to no- 


thing but the Vengeance of the Sn. . /; ont 


Wben St. Paul tau ght Submiſſion to abe? 


being, 'twas to the Jak and Righteous Laws of abs 


Empixe;;;which were in Civil Matters the only 
Rule ai Obedience, and net the Will and Pleaſure of 
2 Wicked and Tyrannical Vrre ; whom for the Good 
of thel whole Empire, had the Chriſtians then been 
a Majority, they wopld have certain n. be- 
cauſe Nero: reſiſted: the Ordinance of God (ix. 4 


Good: and juſt Gorgrawent) __ Ha any oP; Man | 


in the En Empire- bar off @} 

8 17.: Well, but this Lay-Gentleman tells, Ih 35 
when St. Paul tavgbe.|Submiſſien-#0. the Powers in 
the Ch iis at. Rome laber d under; the. Yoke 


* 


Cee Nina 

Ne 1. St. Paul: e aſt Famer 
as a Duty, and to unjuſt! ice Miolenes, es 
pn „e eme 13 log 11 1 7 — 
2 popery is really. mare dangerons chan ſome 
ef Paganiſm to the Righss and Liberties of Mankind 
n ko reads Forezgn Hittosy. can 
beagnorant of. 2VRT1 1. AEN 
3. A few Chriſtians, without any. Poblick Ela 


_ biifiment, were ta ſubmit. to a Hesthen; When a 


| Majoriey of Chriſtians, whoſe Religina ia/eRabliltg, 


are 
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Preſervative Defended, &c. 17 
are got bound to ſubmit to a Heathen, or a Papiſt 
endea ouring ta ſybyert it: for their Eſtabliſhment is 
a part, and the beſt _ of the Powers that be, or of 
the Ordinance of God, &c. to which they are to ſubmit. 
349 A Fin Price cannot rule us by Proteſtant 
Laws, as abundance of our Statutes are; and they 
ate ſuch Laws too, as I hope we chiefly value: and 
therefore voting ſuch a Prince incapable of raling 
vs, is our declaring, what he knew in his own Con- 
ſeience was tr u. es e 
08. 18. But the Lay-Gentleman hopes no one will 
ſay, That. Popery is more dangerous than Pagamſm. I 
anſwer certainly 'tis, in ſome W than ſome 
ſorts of Paganiſm, under which Chriſtians may live 
peaceably and ſafely: but under Popiſn Govern- 
ments there is no Medium betwixt Popery and Per- 
ſecutkion. He goes on; A Heathen propagat in 
e Aolatry, and perſecuting' Chriſtians, was to be lube 
«© mitted to 45 their Civil Governour.” If he means 
by St. Pauls Doctrine ſuch Submiſſion was due, 
it muſt be underſtood in all things juſt, reaſona- 
ble, and prudent. To be quiet was their Province, 
who had it not ia their power to remedy the Diſor- 
ders of the Roman Government; which great good 
Work, if others neglected, to whom it belong'd, 
and quietly ſuffer'd good Government, the Ordinance 
of God, to be trampled on, they were inexcuſable. 
„F. 19. But the Lay-Gensleman ſays, p. 16. “ Sup- 
ec poſe it be allow'd, that a Popiſh Prince has once en- 
« deawour'd the . Subverſion of the Civil Conſtitution, 
« will it therefore follow that. every Roman | Catholick 
Prince will certainly de the ſame?” Who. is this 
fa Sen f What has he to do to put ſuch an ab- 

rd Queſtion, .whea all is ſettled? If this Gentle- 
man be a Papiſt, he does, not doubt but a Popiſh Kin 
would ſubvert our Proteſtant Conſtitution; And if 
. he be a Proteſtagt, he can't doubt it, unleſs he wants 
common Senſe. For a Papiſt, as ſuch, profeſſes him- 
ſelf an Enemy to our Conſtitution, and can be no 


1 C leſs, 
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| 3h ion in the World. 


rena Magiſtrate or Officer volun arity refign'd vis 


wd ſhould know better, for many years, 35 We troe 


The" Biſhop of Ba w&'d/K"'s | 
Jeſs, whilſt be auſes' a Payiſt and to 
aouldt'not, as the Layman ſpoaks,” is great Weiknefs, 
or difewbliag his | real Opinion: fer did he ever 
know an, Popiſh Princeg in any Proteſtant Country, 
That *fail"d ia His Duty e Papel lutereſt, whea 
*owas in bis power? But we ate ut preſent other: 
wiſe ebe God be prais'd, and mall not make a 
Trial of the -Vyanimity of the Cherch in ufſerting 
her Rights, which we-ſhould ha ve little reaſon to ex- 

& from abundance of her Members; Who are Ht- 
te e acquaiated'with her Conſtiturion, and would, too 
many * ech, value a Prince's Favour above any Ke- 


20, This Gentleman in his 16th Page is pleas' 
| 46 900 int us l 
rien, which be ſays The Nemans underſtood te be, 


* N and Ken provate Member of the ſame Cbm- 
ity ; which is beſt underſtood — Roman 
2 5 Now i(fays be) this wus ſo far] fan the 
24 the lats Kong — that rt , tyres foe 
gurity, amd vont in d wean a Death.” 
of rr paſs'd cut rent among many, and ſome 


and on Notion of che word Abdirarion. | But had 
nis Ley Cemleman, or bis Friend, well. con ſider d the 

Roman — ne would. have found often in thoſe 
" Writers a Compulſeve' as well as a Hhbdica- 
ien ʒ in Livy particularly: Coegerunt abdicare fe Ma- 
giſtratu, will be found in that Hiftorian' again and a- 
Bain: And the Civilians in their Books ate no Iota 
ers No that Phraſe. 36 that I wonder this Laymar 
ould mention Roman Hiſtorians, und be at the is 
time a Stranger to the Senſe of the word Abd. 
tion. Pte late King James Abdication was in beth 
ſenſes; all the parts of his Mule-Adminiſtration, re. 
cited' in che 250 of Righrs * *, > werent bis" l. the 

* r win. & "Mary: 3; bc F# IVQ- OF JO 4.438 1 
Y __ - Cuſtoms 


g Preſervative Defended; &c. 9 
Cuſtoms michaut Law, and bis affuming 4 Diſpenſing Pow- 
bene the Lam, were. in the nature of the thing a Vo- 
lyptary; Abdieation of the [Limited Government he 
had ſworg ta: and his Flight, was, at leaſt in his own 
Thonghts, 2 Canpulſiue Abdication, and indeed was 
the juſt Conſequence. of his Voluntary Abdicatan. And 
it Mas alſo the greateſt Bleſſiag, at that time, that 
could have happen'd to our Church and Nation, ex- 
cept, his Death, which follow'd in God's time, after 
be had been mortify' d with the greateſt Diſappoint- 
ments, and fill up the Meaſure af his N par- 
ticularly that Sin of the greateſt Size, and 7 — 
Dye, viz. his egdeavauriag to overtbrom our Cor 
ſtitotion, which he was ſworn, to maintains. 
8.21, In vain does this Gentleman, . W 
himſelf aud bis Readers with 3 Biſtinction between 
Civil and Eccleſiaſtical, Pemer, which, the Biſhop did 
by na means forget, but expreſly meotiogs again and 
again. And whereag the Gentleman is pleaſed to in- 
culcate the Notion of a. Spixirugl Relation - between 
jv Biſhop and his Dioceſi, and affiross it to. be indiſſalu- 
by Ciel Power ; ; he is deſir'd to conſider, 2269 
. That the Parliaments aud Convocation in Queen 
Elizabeth's & Reigu had no ſuch Notion. The Parlia- 
ment not only depriy'd all Eccleſiaſtical Perſans, and 
made void their Preferments, who refus'd the Qath 
of Supremacy, but diſabled ſach from retaining or 
\ exerciſing any Office or Promotion during Life. And 
the Ac of Uniformity 1662, | by. ſeveral Clauſes, 
made Biſhops and all other Recleſiaſticks depriyable 
by that Statute 3 and the Vacancies were fill'd in both 
Reigas without the leaſt Thought of the indiſſoluble 
Relation of the Depriv em. 2 1 OLD 
Anſw. 2. This Indifſoluble Relation is no Scriptures 
Notipn, was not taught by our firſt Reformers, nor 
by the Primitive Fathers; but is a late Opinion 
* 1* Eliz. c. 1. 


G3 founded 
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founded on Dr. Hiek's Scheme of a Spiritual Monar- 
cty. The New Teftament acquiiiits us with the mu- 

tual Duties of Paſtor and People; but no where in- 
ſiſts vpon ſuch a ſpiritual Relation,” & r. as is not to 

be diſſdlv'd by the Civil Power. And the firſt Chriſ- 
. tian Emperors frequently diſſolwd that Relation, as 
ll appears by divers Facts related by Euſchius, Theodo- 
'Þ Wiki PER PIGGY 


ll ret, Serrates, and Soxomen: 
4 Auſw. 3. Tis obſervable that the ſame Per ſons 
1 who have coin'd the Dive Right of "Kings de their 
1 Kingdoms, now begin to aſſert 4 Divine Right: of Bi- 


1 pops to their Dioceſes, "atid the Divine Rght ef the 
1 Y 8 Benefices ; and pray by not a Divine 
Right of the Poor to the Alm of the Pariſh ? What a 
wild aud vagratit Notion have theſe Men of Dine 
. Right? Poor #nbappy Laity ! you are bound and muſt 
1 obey" both your Spiritual and Secular Princes,” be they ne- 
| they are pleas d to diſſolve the Relation: themſelves. - 
+ +$:'22.” Well! but whence does this indiſſeluble Re- 
lation between a Biſnop and his Dioceſe ariſe ? Why 
hence, as this Gentleman tells us; 4 Man ù or- 
„ dain'd to ſomewbat, and a Biſhop conſecrated to ſome 
what, i. e. not only for the Exertiſe of a Miniſte- 
rial or Epiſtopal Authority, but for the extcuring of 
« it in thu' or that Pariſh or Dioceſe; and this before 
« Chriſtianity had the Protection of the Civil Govern- | 
. ment.” Admit this, how does it appear by this 
account, that the Relation between the Biſhop and 
his Dioceſe is indiffolable by the Civil Power? If 
this weretrue, the Dioceſes of the Biſhops, whom ma- 
ny Chriſtian Emperors baniſh'd, muſt have remain'd 
vacant; which yet, we all know, were filPd by new 
Biſhops. Our Laws take no notice of this pretended 
indiſſoluble Relation: K. Henry VIII. di ber'd 
ſeveral Biſhopricks, and erected five new ones by Ler- 
ters Patents, without the leaſt Oppoſition for in- 
_ fringing this pretended indiſſoluble Relation. Tun- 
ſtal Biſhop of Durham was depriv'd of his Biſhoprick 
2 3087-1 3 2 bd. in 
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was 
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Prefervative!Defended; 8&c 11 
155 1 by Commiſſion from Eu VI. And, s 

me before, the Popiſh Biſhops! and Clergy were 
wd by the Civil Power in the beginning of 
Queen Elizabeth's Reign; whoſe” Deprivation muſt 
have been invalid, if this Notion" be true, and their 
Proteftant Succeſſor no leſs than Schiſmatical Intru- 
ders. And as for the Caſe of Abiatbar, which 1 


mall fully conſider hereafter, tis fo" plain and ſo 


ſtrong agaĩnſt the Notion of a ſpiritual Relation, in- 
diſſoluble by Civil Power, that this Gentleman and 
the reſt H anſwer the Biſhop, are put to very hard 
Shifts to evade rhe Force of it. If any Set of Men 
might pretend to a ſpiritual Relation that was indiſ- 
ſoluble, Abiathar and the other Deſcendants of 44 
ron had the greateſt countenance for ſuch a Pretence, 
becauſe the Prieſthood was made Hereditary in the A 
romital Line; yet Solomon, 1 Kings 2. 27. thruſt him 
out from being Prieſt unto the Lord, for eſpouſing Ads- 
nijab's, his elder Brother's Pretenſion to the Succeſ- 
ſion; before David was dead, or Solomon declar'd the 
F. 23. But Iwill not detain your Lordſhip with a 
further Conſideration of any other Particulars in 
this Gentleman's Papers, becauſe they will be fully 
taken notice of in my Reflections upon the reſt of 
the Anſwers to the Preſervative - Tho I am unwil- 
ling to diſmiſs him without a Return to a Paſſage at 
the end of this Lay-Gentleman's Papers, which is 
this: ( cannot, ſays he, ag. 39. help thinking one 
* melancholy Conſequence attend the” whole Scheme of 
< "the Preſervative,'and that is, if Kings may deprive 
« Biſhops, and ave therefore Heads of the Church, and 
* the People depoſe Kings ;, the People at laſt will be found 
the Head of the Church, or ſuporiour to him, &c.” 
This Paſſage is ſpeciogs, and fit to deceive: But to 
ſatisfy this Gentleman and his Readers, I can aſſure 
them, the Right Reverend Author of the Preſervative 
has not the leaſt thought of taking the depoling Doc- 
trine out of the hands of the Pope. Tis he alone 
OD that 


22 The Biſhopiof BanGons 
and of impoſing. Tyrants, 0) hich; po. Man! cas) be. 
eater, Enemy-than the Biſhop, whether that Power 
pretended to by the Pope or the People. And 
as to the depriving. Power, the Biſhap alſo is very 
Vell. cantent it ſhould ſtaund upon the foot of our 
Statutes, Common and Cavan Laws 3 and that will be 
attended with no ſuch melancholy en as 
this Gentleman would inſinuate. It was but reaſo- 
nable to acquaint the Gentleman with this, becauſe 
he and his Friends have plainly told the World what 
the whole Nation is to expect from the Scheme af 
che Non jurors. Navi 
-w 10/25 gb mot 92 1 5tt FMS 1.4; Soo! 
And now, my Lord, I begin with the ſecond 
Anſwer. * to the Pre ſervativs; and hs give your 
Lordſhip an Idea of this Writer, I need only mens 
tion a Paſſage, pg 1, and 2. 9 The exatt. Paralle 
5323232228 
Lite, it jo plas irr y clear, that it can no 
© longer ſure be deem d 4 2 a ſuppoſe he 
meant a probable Notion: or Opinion) * a fix'd 
| ET and;tmnalterable Principle.” In this he concurs with 
the Biſhop ſo far, as to think, Hhoever ſhould in the 
leaſt pretend to diſpute it, cannot put in 4 Claim to com- 
mon Senſe, as he ſays the Laity — „1. and very 
juſtly too: tho this Paſſage, I can hardly be 
reconcil'd to common Senſe, however it may hap- 

pen to be this Gentleman's Senſe; and therefore I 

leave him to anſwer fot it. 
8.24. He can't forbear ſhewing his great Concern 
for the Nonjurors; a little for the Biſhop, had look d 
well: he owns indeed, pag. 3. that . every Ad of 
Freaſen committed. by Eccleſiaſticks in or out of the 

« Exttciſe of their Offices, comes directiy under. the 


6: SanGion of the Civil Pomeri.“ And are not treaſo- 
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Smit c 
4 tive, pag. 1, 2. ; "I 
1771 nable 


Defented, &c. 23 
intaij"8, treaſonable AQs? 
882 the whole Frame and preſent Con- 
Government, ſure cannot pretend to 
2 Metin gs, which would 
be Aer of profeſ®d Rebels; yet this Gentle 
man, who has more 2 * than the Church 
ook I with whom he to hold Commu- 
e their Advocate, and is fo bold as 
2 ac Alſßutüng the Biſhop's Reaſoning; for he 
n that the mere Exerciſe of the Function 
” the Novjuring Clergy, can do no hurt to the State. 
is very true, mere praying Loh preaching cannot 
bort the State; but pra prying and caching ſeditioufly 
may, and the aſſemblin ons of Kedicious and 
rraitorvus ua ene pays which is what the Biſhop 
x Principles poſes, And to ſtate the 
Kockerele, Wale“ be to render the Bi- 
ſhop or his Notions odious; as indeed feveral Paſſa- 
ges age: ny: i , tho not honeſtly, endeayour at thro- 
out. the for inftance, in pag: 4+ where he 
pleads far 'a Toleration for his Friends the Nonju- 
rors, be is pes to ſay, He thinks their Nonjuring 
ought mot % be made a Re q — to deprive them 12 | 
Orders.” Nor does the Biſhop think it ought, nor 
does any body elſe that 1 —x th : - But has not this 
Writer Senſe — to be- 
tween Deprivation ab Officio, and Deprivation ab 
1 & nuns Do our Acts of 
Parliament, or did any Civil Power in King Wil- 
liamis, or "Qveen Ames, or now in King George's 
Reign, take upon it to deprive the Clergy of Holy 
Or Orders for rr 2 8 No ſuch matter — at- 
as thought on; tho it can't be 
—— of them ha'nt well 2 it, for a moſt 
extravagant Profanation of religious Alcmblies, 
with 7 5 5 ſeditious Diſcourſes, 
$2.5. But che Exerciſe of the Chriſtian Prieſthood # nei- 
ther Tr raſon nor Rebellion, ſays Mr. S th, P- 10. Moſt 
certaigly the proper Exerciſc is not; but the bales 
Exerciſe 


30 bebe 
8 8 
ſtitutibn of 
Ask liberty to have 
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Exerciſe of it by ſereral N .moſt certain! 
has been; of which he muſt; xe oe 00G. te. 1 
torious laſtances among the Rebels, $06 T: 10 t ory 
were none ſuch to be met with amongſt 


have taken the Oaths. Does it dee A. 1 * 
Member of our Church to exaſperate * Readers b 
inſiſting upon it, that the Biſhop muſt mean a 74 
Deprivation, (Conſiderations, Page 21.) contrary to A 
bundance of expreſs, words , and to very plain 
Paſſages in the Preſervative, and ſome of them cited 
by this Layman? Upon this On Suppoſitian be en- 
lacbes, ſhewing what the Hp did, norputhſtending 
mere oppos d by the Civil 73 And who 1 I$ ther 
that doubts, that not only an Apoſtle, but every Chri - 
tian is bound, as he can, to reaſon and perſuade. nd 


World to be wiſe and good, a Haag owers an 
Las to the contrary norwichl anding Such part o 
a Preacher's Office, or of a prixate Chriſtian's Duty, 
no Civil, no Canonical Depriyation can binder the 
Execution of; but if Preachers, upon Prinkiple not 
diſguis d, but openly profeſs'd, are Enemies, to a Go- 
vernment, and upon Princip too Friends to its 
om Enemies, has the Ciy! power no Right to 
ive ſuch of their Civil Privileges? And ſuch 
are- their ee Cc · liche ae; $196, Hip s of. Foe 
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* Upon thoſe Words of the 4 (x 1. K 0 0 from 
their Offices] the Biſhop gloſſes, ſaying," tbe Deprivation here 
ſpoken of is from a Right to execute their Office. And, 

The Lay-Power does not concern it (elf. with the Power within. 
And, p.55. The Civil Power may hinder their actual Exer- 
ciſe of their Office, whenever, Ge. And again, p. 65. It is 
abſolutely neceſſary to the Being of the Civil Power, that any Eccle- 
flaſtick ſhould be depriv/d of bu Right to the Exerciſe of bis Of. 
ce, that be inconſiſtent n ith the "Safety f the State; os 
was the Caſe of Abiathar in Soloman's Reign : Naw ak is 
that is included in the 2 ivation 85 are e A 
ther Ac. 


And therefore-tho it 85 aid, that Deprivat 
counts. muſt be perfor md by a ſpiritual Authority, 0 does not, 


beckuſe a Matter of | a Civil Nature muſt belong to the Civil Power. 


And tore to the ſame purpoſe in | ſeveral atber Places. 
91 72 State; 


Wee v4. woe. 
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| P reſerv ative Def, ended, &c. 25 
State; and their aſſembling Numbers of the Com- 
munity, and haranguing them, Who if not legally 
aſſembled, are an wzlawful Aſſembly; and if beſides, 
there be praying and preaching againſt the Govern- 
ment, tis a Riot, It would be ſtrange indeed if the 
State can't preſerve it ſelf, and the publick Peace; 
but it can't do that, if it can't ſappreſs Enemies of 
all ſorts, Eccleſiaſticks as well as Laymen. The 
Doctrine and Principles taught by the Apoſtles were 
in themſclves hurtful to no Civil Government, but 
highly beneficial. Let the Nonjurors Doctrines be 
ſo too, and they need not fear Civil Deprivations ; 
but whilſt they maintain, and with a furious and ex- 
travagant Zeal, Doctrines inconſiſtent with the Safe- 
ty of our Government, in vain would this Author 
$kreen them, by the Caſe of St. Peter and St. Paul, 
pag. 22, 23. who were under the ſpecial Guidance 
and Conduct of the Holy Ghoſt in their Doctrines. 
And when the Nonjurors can work Miracles, and 
ſhew their Infallibility, as the Apoſtles did, we will 
admit they have equal Authority, and not till then. 
Mr. S— b, pag. 23, flouriſhes upon the Anſwer 
of the Apoſtles, Act, 4. but who beſides himſelf will 
infer from that Text, the Invalidity of Lay-Depri- 
vations for Civil Matters, for which the Biſhop only 
contends? This Layman's Argument muſt run thus; 
The Apoſtles divinely inſpir d, and Jed by an infallible 
Spirit, would not ſubmit to a Lay-Deprivation ;, ergo, 
others not divinely inſpir d, and not led by an infallible, 
but a ſeditious Spirit, ſhould not, &c. The. Apoſtles, 
in 4 Caſe not ſeditious nor traitorous, would not ſubmit 
to Lay-Deprivations, therefore others in a Caſe ſeditions 
and traitorow ſhould not. | 
Hut let us attentively conſider the Caſe, and ſee if 
E be to the purpoſe. St. Peter and St, John, Acts 4. 
were ſeiz d for teaching the People, and preaching thro 
Feſus the Reſurrection from the Dead, ver. 2. and for 
preaching that Jeſus was the true Meſſias, as in the 3d 
Chapter, And the Chief Le and Rulers, Cc. 
* , ver, 


"1s eee 
ber, 5,6. . allenbled, and üfter à Debate, agreed, 


2 
ver. 17. ſtraltiy to charge St. erer and St. Jam, chat 
they ſpeak binceforth to no Man in the Name of Jeſus 
- Chrif, And the High Prieſt, Rulers, and Elde 
Sc. call*d the Apoſtles, and accordingly commande 
them not to ſpeak at all, nor teach in the Name 4 Je- 
ſus, ver. 18. This is the true Caſe; in which tis 
obſervable, eee TY, 
I. That tbe Perſons here forbid to teach were 
"Apoſtles, Who had their Miſſion immediately from 
Chriſt, Mat. 10. and wete miraculouſly confirm'd in 
their Divine Office by the Effagion of the Holy 
Ghoſt, A; 2. whereas our Nonjuring Teachers dare 
pretend to no ſuch Miſſion or Powers, and are. not 
under an immediate and divine Direction, as Mr. S—th 
expreſſes it 1 1 
2. That the Docttines taught, and the Principles 
held by thoſe divinely inſpit d Apoſtles, were by no 
means ſeditions: they did not call in queſtion the 
Title or Power of the Civil Magiſtrate; "whereas 
the Nonjtrors opeuly, and upon Principle, deny the 
Title and Autbetity of the King, and the Whole 
Right of the preſent Civil Government. 
3. That the Apoſtles wete threatned and com- 
manded, As 4. 17, 18. to. ſpedk benctforth to no Man, 
wor to ſpeak at all, nor teach in the Name of Feſus, Which 
was a total Deprivation : Whereas the Nonjurors are not 
forbid. to preach' or baptize in general, but are bx 
Law hinder'd from executiug their Office in this 
Kingdom only; where they diſowa the Government, 
and ate by Principle Enemies to it. Now if the « 
Nonjurors have a true Zeal to diſcharge their Puty, ” 
let them repair to foreign Nations, Popiſh or Pagan, * 
where they own the Government; in theſe the Har- d 
velt is great, and there are fe or no Labourers. In 
our Coutitry' we have learned and pious Divines e- 
nough, who own and love the Government; ſo that 
we can very well ſpare every Nonjuror, and every 
Perjuror in the Kingdom, hoping both are not ma- 
| nY 3 
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bong ally ſluz'd at leaſt, they are nat conſideray 
No en tis conſider d that the Iles of Crest 
7 * and Ireland are about. one part in four hug- 
dred of the whole habitable Eartt the Reſtraigt 
from preaching in ſo ſmall a part, is far from being a 
total Deprivation, as, this Writer continually infi- 


| nua tes. 
| 4. It may be fit to co Pp Aer + that th Departo (as 
tis, ben in the AQ of Uniformity, 1662.) which 
affeted many a ome worthy Divines 
who were epiſcopally anne. did diſable ve, as 
neglected or ref 'd to comply with that, AR, from 
preaching in any Church or. 12 ppel whatever. A 
accordingly great N e depriv'd, and the 
moſt eminent Writers of our Church at that time 
juftify'd. that Degrivation,, tho it extended to many 
more, and to mAb, þiovs and learged Men, than are 
or were SUM for . But the Tables are 
th . b yg Nongovformiſts, it ſeems, Was 
reaſo they W own'd the Govern- 
ok We the Dep vat ion Non juror: is thought 
le, 9 nl themſelves Enemies 


Rf 
ebe Hol Mr,.S—th has bo d upon 
ls "is plain from his'own wo ns bY: i 

5 does 25 diſlike. a Deprivation 
19 7741 or (in the Caſe of the. opiſh, Cl Se at 
the beginnjag of the 0 E-lays, © They 
* were. not depriv'd. of their. Ai i bat only of 
„ uch Bxerciſcs as, were. an Abus of it, and de- 
al 95. of e Purity of the lach an pd Peace of 

, Now, every gows, they w 
15 Nik IVF: 7 5 We, auld 
u the , Preſervative pag. 66. the Biſhop 
nh 5 the Cat of 2 1 Kings 2. 26, 27, 
whom Solomon thruſt ous from being Prie to 
Ws Lord, and, Zadoſ the Prieſt aid the ig pur in 
Ad 


room of Abiatbar, as the words are; that is, 
2 - baſs the Biſhop, Solomon 5 a High Prieſt of 


«the -. 
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28 The Biſhop of BAN 
te the Exerciſe of bis Function, to which he was 
te appointed according to the Inſtitution of God, 
and the ſame, Selemon appointed another to ſuc- 
„ ceed him. What can be a more expreſs Parallel 
© than this, of the ſupreme Civil Power depriving 
«one Eccleſiaſtical Perſon, and putting in another, 
<. upon the ſole Conſideration of the Intereſt of the 
<« State?“ Mr. Sm-—tb is ſhock'd with this In- 
- | Nance, and with a hard” ſhifr gets thro it, but not 
without leaving ſome Marks of unfair Dealing, and 
(1.really think) Scruplesin his Mind. He will have, 
ebruſting Abiathar our from Wrong Prich to ſigaify, 
taking away the Endowments of the Crown, always be- 
ftow'd on their Perſons ( ſuppoſe he means bis Prefer. 
ments) and bis Baniſhment. Well, and what'was this 
leſs or other than Deprivation, that is, from the 
Execution of his Office? which is all the Biſhop'pro. 
duces it for, But it was not 4 total Deprivation, ſays 
Mr. Sm — th ©, He means, I ſuppoſe, he was not de- 
priv'd of his Prieſtly Office, or ſacred Character: 
| Be it ſo, there's no hurt done to the Biſhop's Cauſe. 
Mr. $n—th allows Abi atbar was depriv'd of his 
referments, and baniſh'd, which is full enough to 


"the Biſhop's porpoſe; "for he could not act or. exe- 
cute his Office of High Prieſt but at Feruſalem, ſo the 
Execution of his Office ceas d. I would only take no- 
tice by the by, that Mr. Sm—th gives a very inſuffi- 
cient Reaſon for his not being totally depriv'd, 4 ge- 
<<. cauſe be was call d High Prieſt afterwards in the 4th 
© Chapter of 1 Kings.” Auſw. So he was before his 
Deprivation, and this was enough to give him place 
amongſt all that had been and were Solomon's Chiefs, 
who are both mention'd in the 4th Chapter. 
F. 27. This Gentleman objects further, Thar the 
Caſe ef Abiathar can be no Parallel, becauſe Solomon 
Was an extraordinary Perſon. He was ſo in ſome Ca- 
ſes, but in this it plainly appears, that Solomon diſ- 
plac d him for his factious Adherence to Adonijeh. 


44. 
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Again, Mr. Sm—th objects, „ That this was done, 
& ro fulfil the Word of the Lord.” Yes, in the Event, 
but not in Solomon's Deſign ; his Aim was to ſecure 
the Throne, by diſplacing his Enemies. But Mr. 
Su- th . thinks bis Lordſhip will be inclin d, upon Re- 
vie, to think it doubtful, whether it was a Depriva- 
4 tion in the Senſe here contended,” By no means 
for *tis paſt doubt with the Biſhop, and with any.at- 
teative Reader, that it was a Deprivation of Abia- 

_ thar from the Execution of his Prieſtly Office, for 
his Adherence to Adonijab, Solomon's Competitor. 
And let him conſider the Paſſage a thouſand times, 
and he can make nothing leſs of it. He acknow- - 
ledges," pag. 27. © The Civil Power may deprive Ec- 
a 2 2 of Dioceſe, Revenues, Honours, &c. and 
Life it ſelf; but not their Orders, ſo as to make them 
« -ceaſe to be Biſhops.” This will be all granted him, 
and is already imply'd in abundance thro the Biſhop's 
Diſcourſe, as I have ſhewn before: So that all his firſt 
27 Pages have been combating a Phantom of his 
own Brain, a Poſition no where maintain'd, but of- 
ten caution'd againſt by the Biſhop z which when 
Mr.'Sm---th is pleas d to conſider well, he will be 
forry he ſhould give himſelf and the Biſhop ſo much 
unneceſſary Trouble, and impoſe upon his unwary 
Readers ſo unfairly. What muſt ſome prejudic'd 
Readers think of the Biſhop, when they find this 
Gentleman telling them very gravely, pag. 27, 28. 
that there's nothing in the Epiſcopal or Prieſtly Office in- 
Conſiſtent with the Power of Kings, or the Security ef 
Croit Power? Who ſays or thinks there is? What 
does the Gentleman mean ? The Biſhop neither ex- 
preſſes nor implies any ſuch thing in his Preſervative. 
Again, in pag. 30, 31. The Function, ſays he, oughe 
not to be puniſh'd, but the Miſtake, If Miſtakes could 
be puniſh'd, 1 would gladly have this Gentleman's 
_ Miſtakes, tho not his Perſon, ſeverely puniſh'd ; for 
thro want of Candour, or due Conſideration, he 
miſtakes fo palpabiy the Biſhop's Meaning - the . 
28 | _ oints 
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The: Biſhop of BAN GOR. 
1 which. he pretends ta argye with the Bi 
ſhop, and. perverts bis Sentiment ſo grofly,” 25 


Biſhop, will certainly conclue, that the 


maintains that 79; Powers en rive Ecc le ſaſtict. of 
d. this Infingatiog runs thro. 


Ir: 1 
28. The Geiitlewgn,” in pag- 2 . bankers; his 
8 telling them, “ That che RT Eng- 

land awer thought. 5t « . 10 fear 85 
4 eee > what then, ſays be, can render D 
tion e, nec ta the Security. 4 
e.Guil: wers? Does not 
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know. that the 
onjurors think it a doutradiction to fear God, the 
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4 and cer Sar dangerous to all Govergs 
obey 9 ene por] 9 call'd, 2 utterly inconſiſtent 
with our and Conf ffirutjon 7 and when they - 
have embrac d ſyc falſe and dangerous Notions, pre- 
{ently they bave the Ao toe tea them — mpg | 

Cambri, 22 and the Doftrine of the _ 
ſoorh, $kreening their pernicious Errors under 
venerable Names. *Tis by ſuch Teachers that this 
Gentleman, Mr. 'Sm--th, has been unhappilyitifivenc'd 
in his Opinions, which have had ſo Farah Aſcen- 
dant over his Reaſon, as to give him a wrong Biaſs, 
and to difable him from readiug the Preſervative wit 
his Peper © 4 1 Integrity, For he goes 
on ſtill to ro e ſome of their Ho- 
Orders, &c. as if 1 — had fo 

ivd them, and the Biſhop' had vindicated ſuch 
2 Deprivation. And upon this falſe mĩſtaken Sup- 
— Mr. Sm---th ſtarts ſeveral Particulars, that 
chen n the Biſhop and the Government too. 
— . 32. He tells bis Readers, There's a Variety of 
2 Penalties, \of ' which the Government may take its 
choice. This ſuppoſes Deprivation of 2 
Act of Parliament, to be an Eccleſiaſtical Penal 
filteu by Civil Authority. Let him read the A 'of 
Uniformity, 1662. and fee if he don't find the Ci- 
vil Powers then enacting Deprivation, which was 
actually executed upon many Hundreds. How 
that Deptivation was a Civil Deprivation, it did n 
extend to their Holy Orders, ſo as totally to deprive 
them of them; nor does a like Civil Deprivation of 
the Nonjurors take away their Powers conferr'd in 
Ordination; nor does the Government or the Biſho op 
ſuppoſe it does. Tis true, the Nonjurors can't 
exerciſe their FunBion here, but the Government would 
be very well pleas'd if they'd withdraw and preac 
in the Eat or Meſt- Indies. The World is wide, a 
_ they have left Britain, there's ſtill before them 
ampus aicends iffimus. In doing ſo, they'd oblige 
the N Nation, and the E whom they ſhould 
convert; 
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convert; God forbid they ſhould ſtay here till they 

are impriſon'd, baniſb d, or hang d, which Mr. Sm--th 

mentions, „32. as ſome .of the Civil Penalties 
which the Government might chuſe. _-P 

= 6. 29. After this tedious wrangling in behalf of 

the Nonjurors, this Gentleman at. laſt turns ſhort 

upon them, pag. 33. for he ſeems frankly to con- 

demn the . frange Monopoly ſome of the Nonjurors 

have made of all the Sac erdotal Powers and Privileges 

te which Chriſt has given to his Church, as wild and 

WE. extravagant, &c. yet thinks the Blaſphemy and 

© Abſurdity charg'd on ſuch a Claim of the Prieſt- 

% hood. in general, admits, of ſome , Difficulty, &c.“ 

And after ſome Cenſure upon the Biſhop, cites the 

| whole 77th pag. of the Preſervative. Now the fol- 

lowing Notions of the Nonjurors are there briefly 

repreſented, and afterwards confuted by the Biſhop : 

as, That © there's no * Hope of the Favour of God, 
© but in 4 ſtritt Communion with the Nonjuring Church, 

e which is govern'd by.a regular Succeſſion of Biſhops : 

That God diſpenſes his Favours. only by their Hands, 

4 und their ſubordinate Prieſts : That you can't be au- 

& thoritatively bleſs d, or .releas'd from your Sins, but 

e by them who are the Regular Prieſts: That Churches 

«under other Biſhops are ſchiſmatical, excommunicate, 

&« out ef God's Favour.” Now tho. Mr. Sy:---th blames 

the Nonjurors for appropriating , the Sacerdotal 

Powers and Privileges to themſelves, yet he thinks 

the Biſhop to blame for ſeeming to diſallow. of ſuch 

Powers to the Clergy in general, And he's ſo im- 

patient of venting his Sentiments, that he takes 

up rr .a general Clauſe, that's only 

e to his following Arguments, and tells 

him, * He ſhould not content bimſelf, were there no- 

thing tobe ſaid to either Papiſt or Proteſtant, but 4 

general Harangue' on the Juſtice and Goodneſs, of 

* God.” Nor does the Biſhop deſire his Readers to 
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Preſervative Defended; &c. | 33 
be content with this, but furniſhes them with Ar- 
guments that are in themſelves ſatisfactory, and 


Scheme. 5 t 
- - But this Gentleman begins with new Iuſinuations: 


«© 2ive Renediftion, Remiſſion, and. the like, are Words 
“ that ſeem to me to Carry 4 good old meaning.” Tes 


contain in them a good Senſe, and they alſo have 
been apply'd to very ill Purpoſes, as you. yourſelf 


grounded and ſuperſtitious | Senſe alone that the Bi- 
ſhop. confutes; which if you had duly heeded, all 
the Ir 

would have been excus' d: for that was always 
thought reaſonable, and will be always contended 
for by wiſe, and good Men, particularly by the Bi- 
ſhop of Bangor And Authoritative Brnedictian and 
 Abſolution are certainly good things, if by them we 
underſtand a Declaration, according to the Word of 
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-Penitent. And if Mr. S---tþ alſo will underſtand, 
'by Authoritative Mere 4 Denun- 
.Ciation according to the Word of God, of hit Wrath and 
Diſpleaſure ' againſt the Impious and Impenit ent; this 
will readily be agreed. But if he or any others, Pa- 
-piſts or Proteſtants, amuſe themſelves. with ſuperſti- 
tious and dark Notions of certain Powers lodg'd in 
-fome'Perſons, and will have theſe to be neceſſary to 
our Salvation, they muſt prove it by plainer and 
ſtronger Arguments than have yet been offer'd by 
any Popiſh or Proteſtant Hand. 
That Chriſt, after his Aſcenſion, gave ſome Apoſtles, 
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not, cannot be deny'd. | 

That Ferſons of the beſt Qualifications, ought to 
have a regular Ordination or Appoigtment to the 
Miniſtry, will be WW 


plainly averthrow the Foundation of the Nonjurers | 


Sir, «thoſe words. do more than ſeem, they do rally | 


you are at to juſtify a regular Miſſion 


God, of his Favour and Good- will to the Pious and 


&c. and gave them too extraordinary Powers, is 


That 


& ] muſt amn, lays be, Regular Ordination, Aut hori- 


. 
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obſerve, by Papiſt and Nonjurors; and tis their Jill- - 
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That ſuch ought to be held in due Eſteem for their 
Work and Office, as the Inſtruments under God, and 

Helps to us in working out our Salvation, is cer- 


. 


tainly true. It 
hat ſuch can and ought, by Authority from the 
Word of God, to declare his Favour to them that do 
well, and his Wrath againſt them that do Evil, is moſt 
iel a hh boon woes ee er in ts, 
But that all the Powers convey'd to the Apoſtles 
by our Saviour, Mu. 16. & 19. and 18. 18. and 
*'Folm 20. 23. are in the ſame Degree aud Kind con- 
veyid from the Apoſtles by a regular Succeſſion of 
certain Perſons; down to the Clergy of the preſent 
Age, of any Communion ; or that Binding and Looſ- 
uin, © Retaining and Remitting, Bleſſing and Curſing, 
are ſo intirely the Property and Prerogative of Per- 
ſons in Holy Orders, that they alone have the ſole 
Diſpoſal of them; or that theſe things, in paſſing 
thro their hands, and by being diſpens'd by them, 
have a ſingular Energy and peculiar or 
- that conſtant recourſe is to be had to the Clergy, by 
Confeſſion, for Remiſſion, or for their Benediction; 
are Notions not to be met with in the Holy Scri 
tures, nor maintain'd by the beſt Authority in che 
Church of England. But tis the Cuſtom of others, 
and the Practice of this Writer, pe: 35- preſently 
to conclude, if their Notions of Prieſtly Powers are 
deny'd, or calld in queſtion, immediately to inſi- 
nuate, that a regular Ordination is difown'd. Even 
„this Writer has the Modeſty to intimate, that a re- 
gular outward Call to the Miniſtry, is by the Biſhop 
deem'd a Nicety, than which nothing can be more 
untruly ſuggeſted. Yet this is not the laſt, nor the 
leaſt impoſition by Mr. Sm ih upon his Readers: 
His Miſrepreſentations of the Biſhop come on thick 
in every Page, and ſeem to be altogether wilful, 
which have greatly ſurpriz'd his Readers in the 
39th, 4oth; 41ſt and 42d Pages; and 'tis not eaſy to 
ſay, whether they deſerve more Pity or * 
uſe 


* 
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Preſervative Defended, &c. 35 
becauſe they are, to any thing the Biſhop has ſaid 
in his Preſervative, altogether, foreign and imperti- 
gent. | 9 N io 

§. 30. The Biſhop is ſhewing, pag. $5, 86, 87. what 
Principle it is that juſtify d the Proteſtants in ſetting 
up their own Biſhops, and ſeparating from the Church 
of Rome; and ſays, and that very truly too, that wa. 
becauſe the Proteſtants were perſuaded, in their own 
Conſciences, that the Popiſh Doftrines and Worſhip were 
c Who would think now that what is fo 
juſt, and ſo certain as this, with the Illuſtration 
that follows, could offend, or that ſo plain and 
evident a Truth could be miſtaken by Mr. Sm th ? 
Bat ſo it is, for he makes this, pag. 43. to be reſolu- 
ing all Religion into an honeſt and ſincere Perſuaſion. 
And upon this extravagaat Conſtruction he ſets out 
with a freſh Retigue of trifling and abſurd Reflec- 
tions, which a reaſonable Man would wonder ſhould 
ever Enter into his Head, upon reading thoſe Pages 
ia the Preſervative.. What ! becauſe one ought, to 
juſtify one's Separation, to be ſincerely perſuaded of 
the Reaſons and Grounds for it, will it follow, that 
all our Religion is reſolv'd into that Per ſuaſion? Or 
that ſuch Perſuaſion is attain'd, without a ſincere Uſe 
of the Holy Scriptures? Or that the Biſhop had the 
leaſt Thought, that a Proteſtant could arrive at ſuch 
a Perſuaſion, without carefully reading the Word of 
God ? Or that the Scriptures are not the Foundation 
of all our Religion? P 

$..31. In the 45th Page, Mr. Sm---th falls foul upon 
the Biſhop, with theſe words: / would be the laſt 
* that ſhould quarrel about Words; but to find that 
„% Authority inveſted in the Chriſtian Prieſt hood, by Di- 
* vine Inſtitution, of bleſſing and abſolving the People, 
* mention'd by your Lordſhip, with an Air of Con- 
* tempt. and Diſdain, gives me abundance of Concern, 
* Authoritative Benediction, a Term of Art ! ſure, my 
© Lord, tis the Doctrine of our Church, it's the Doc- 
© trine of the Holy Scriptures.” Now all this is ſaid, 
. E 2 without 
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without explaining his Terms, or attempting t6 
prove his Notion of bleſſing and abſolving anew 
ple from the Word of God, without which it an- 
not be of Divine Inſtiturion. K 

8.32. He offers indeed to prove it to de the Bockribe 
of our Church, from theſe words; 7 barb given 
« Power and Commandment to his Minifters' to declare 
« And proniunce to bis People, being peiiitent; the Abſo- 
©. lirjon and Remiſſion of rhei, Sins H Pn 

& aid dbſolverh all them that tridy vtpent; &c.” 
this is nothing at all to his: Auer 8 
tion, and plainly _ his Authoritatrve Abſolution 
 Peftid in the Chiiſtian Priefthvod by Divine Taft ituvion. 
For, (1) the words are exprefs, that God bath gi- 
ven Porr and Commandment 10 declare aid pronounce 
Abſolation arid Remiiſſien ; not to abſolve and to re- 


mit. (2.) Tis as expreſs, thak He (that is; God) 


ſardineih and abſolvith, &c. This is the modeſt, 
the cautions, the prudent, and humble Stile of our 
Churth” concerning Abſolution: And in the Office 
for the Sick, the firſt part of the Abſolution is 
merely optative or precatory (and ſo is that in the 
ng: Ne os that is, a wiſhing or praying, 
= our Lord, &c great Mercy would forgive, 
The lattet 7 v7 expreſy'd with an Air of 
Aube ee Abſolution, By bis Authority committed 
td me, I abſolve 112 + an all 705 Sins, But then this 
muſt de explait d by the former Abſolution, which 
is fuller and plainer; and then the Authority com- 
= to the Prieſt, is an Authority only to declare 
ouhce to the truly Penitent: and when the 
| Pris fays; I abſolve thee from all thy Sins, it muſt 
be underſtood, 4 declare, thar God abſelves thee 
from all thy Sint; otherwiſe it could not agree with 
what is exprefly ſaid in the firſt Abſolution, viz. 
ng God purdoneth and abſolveth all them that truly 
Beſides, it being impoſſible the Prieſt ſhould 

. who truly repents, *ris conſequently: impoſ- 
ſible for him to abſolve in any other Senſe, than 
| declaring, 
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- declaring, that God abſolveth all that truly repeat: 
If be abfolves in any other Senſe, his: Abſolation 
can- ſignify nothing but mach Confidence or Igno- 
rance; And further, that the words aforeſaid [LI 
abſolve' thee' from all thy Sins} ſignify no more than 
if the Prieſt had faid; Þdeclare thee, if truly peni- 
tent, abſolv d, . plainly appears from the Codec 
immediately following, wherein the Church has or- 
der' the abſolving Prieſt to pray, Conſider his (the 
ſick Perſon's) Comtritionw—accept bis Fears,—impute 
not to him bus former Sins. All which Petitions were 
geedleſs, if the Party had been abfolately and cer- 
tainly abfolv'd before; which tis plain by this, the 
Church acknowledges was not done; and that ſhe 
did not intend any ſuch Abſolution ſhould be put 
into the Mouth of her Miniſters, who can have no 
means to know when they may apply it infallibly : 
and conſequently, as the Biſhop bas well expreſs'd 
it, An infallible Abſalution cannot belong to fallible 
Men. To this Paſſage, after ſome nibbling, Mr. 
Sm--tb is pleas'd to ſay, page 48. If your Zordſbip 
«© means an infallible Abſolution cannot come from, or 
be pronoumc d by Man, I deny it flatly: But for 
what Reaſon does he deny it? why this remar- 
kable one, If God vonchſafes to give ſuch a Power 
* to Man, ſo far as that Power extends, it muſt be in- 
& fallible, Wiſely ſaid! But does God give ſuch a 
Powet.? that is what remains to be prov'd, Can 
fallible Men, without Inſpiration, exerciſe ſach a 
Power ? The Apoſtles indeed might, becauſe our 
Saviour, John 20. 22. inſpir'd them for that pur- 
ole, Receive ye the Holy Gheſt; whoſeſoever Sins, 
Kc. But without ſuch Inſpiration, who dares ſay I 
abſolve, or pardon, with Certainty ? * 

§. 33. What therefore Mr. Sm---tb flatly denies 
VIZ. - that an infallible Abſolution cannot be pronounc* 

by fallible Man, may be readily affirm'd with the 
greateſt - Certainty. Iudeed he is pleas'd to ſay, 
that “ when God Almighty expreſly orders 4 Mini- 
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fer to ſay, Thy" Sint are forgiven, I am as infal- 


<<: libly ſure they are ſo, asif I heard a Voice my ſelf 
« from Heaven.” All 'Divines hitherto have taught 
ns, that our Aſſurance of our Forgiveneſs depends 


upon our being conſcious, that we have heartily and 


ſincerely repented, — — Revela 
tion we can have none other Aſſurance. But here's 
a Gentleman, who is aſſur'd by the Prieſt's Aſſu- 
rance, not by his own, If the Prieſt be aſſur'd he 
has power to abſolve, then he is ſure his Sins are 
forgiven. Pm afraid that won't follow: for either 
this Gentleman, when abſolv'd by a Prieſt, is a true 
Penitent, or he is not; if he be, then his Aſſurance 


of Forgiveneſs: comes not from his opinionative 


Power of the Prieſt, but from his own Senſe, that 


de is one qualify'd for Pardon by the Terms of the 


Goſpel. But if he be not a true Penitent, then a 
thouſand Prieſtly Abſolutions, be they ever ſo ab- 
ſolute and peremptory, will do him no Service; and 
let the Prieſt be ever ſo ſure of his own Power, he 
can never aſſure an impenitent Sinner of Pardon, 
who underſtands the Terms of Forgiveneſs in the 
Goſpel: Upon a ſincere Compliance with which 
Terms we are certainly forgiven by God, and may 
ſecurely depend upon it, tho all the Prieſts in Chriſ- 
tendom ſhould refuſe us Abſolution, or even anathe- 
matize us. 2 3 E 

9.34. Iis pleaſant to obſerve bow he trifles, p. 47. 
He begins indeed with a ſeeming ſerious Air, Per- 
« haps we ſhall better underſtand this Controverſy, if 
©. we ſtate it in a logical View.” Then having recited 
ſome words of the Biſhop, he comes off inſtantly 
from his logical View, in this abje& manner; 7 
« [eave the Learned to quarrel about Mode and Figure 
And well he may; he has ſome Modeſty left to 
reſtrain bim; if his Stock had been greater, he 
had not laid down his Ha er to take up the Pen, 
which by no means is the Province of every De- 
metrivs. He may repeat his. Aſſertions 2 
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God's ating a Set of Men, as his words are, 
pag. open of his impowering them to act in 
his ſtead, and urge the Expediency of it as often 
and as dogmatically as he pleaſes; unleſs he could 
plainly and clearly ſtate his own Notion of the 
prieſtiy Powers, or had carefully obſerv'd what the 
Biſhop has ſaid about Authoritative Abſolution, his 
intermeddling in this Affair will ſignify nothing, but 
to amuſe himſelf, and divert the Publick. - 
S. 35. His Recital of the common Texts that are 
produc'd in theſe Debates, fignify nothing from his 
pen; becauſe he can neither explain them, nor ap- 
ply them to his purpoſe. I wiſh be took. a little 
more heed to quote the words right, which be has 
not done, Mat. 18. 18. and to write intelligibly, 
which he has not done, pag. 55. and in ſeveral other 
Places. And as for Candodr, if he knows the true 
meaning of the Word, he ſeems to have no regard 
for the thing; why elſe does he upon the leaſt; Oc- 
caſion, and from no Occaſion given him, divert from 
honeſt and uſeful Obſervations to invidious Re- 
flections? pag. 31. What need was there of bis 
« modern Notions of Proteſtantiſm,” Levities from the 
«& Genius of a Mig houſe, or the Pen of a News-Wri- 
©« ter; &c.” unleſs it be natural to bim to be dull, 
and to be rude? O but the Text, Whoſeſoever Sins 
c ye remit, - they are remitted, &c. Jobn 20. 23. has 
4 been deem'd ſo plenary 4 Proof of | ſuch 4 Power, 
© that it's urg d by Divines of all ſorts for that pur- 
te poſe.” Has this Gentleman ſeen, and read, and 
well conſider' d what has been written by Divines of 
all Denominatiogs upon theſe Points, that he's ſo 
ſitive? Have all the Commentators been perus' d 
y-him? He would have bis Readers believe this, 
for he has the Vanity to uſe theſe words ; Divines of 
all ſorts, and Commentators of all ſorts. Quis expedi- 
vit pſittaco ſuum Yo? Quis Demetrium inſtituit, 
Bibliothecam Vaticanam, & Theologos crepare p 


§. 36, 
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- $56. He acknowledges, p. 52, which is a Favour, 
* | ſome Powers conſerr d on the Apeſtles were. in- 
4. perely miraculous, and were not .conuty'd to their 
e Succeſſors ; but the Power of ramitting and retaining 
ir not ſo eſtrem d, he (ſays, 'by any of the Cammen- 
*< tatert, but is byſibem all mention d as that ardlivary 
* fill rhe. end of the World.” | By: any of. the Commen- 
. tators, and by all of them, methinks are Words too 
great for little Demerris, and too falſe for a. mqdeſt 
Man to uſe, | However they are but Words, and 
uin ones too out of his Mouth. Commentators. we 
und hat is the preciſe Notion of remitting and re- 
5 2 * 2 2 in his Doctrine 
| explain vindicated, pag· 31. tells 
4 he underſtands by Ab/olution, and the De- 
Feription 4s penn d pretty cautiouſly, : tho (if I right- 
iy underſtaad him) be makes the Remiſſion of Sins 
to be the Eſſect of the Prieft*s Declaration and Pro- 
-nuncidtion'of it; a Notion, I think, that can ne- 
ver be prov'd : for certainly Pardon of Sins is the 
pure and ſole Effect of the Dirine Mercy and 
and the Apoſtles themſelves could be no 
Farther concern'd init, than to declare it, tho they 
could declare and pronounce it abſdlately to ſuch, 
of vhoſe State they had vecei vid immediate Reve- 
_ dation ;*that\ is, they could with Certainty tell ſuch, 
that Got had Pardon'd them: but none who are 
call'd their Succeſſors can declare peremptotily and 
D e r wks a — hs : _ ' * 
The Author of "the Penitential Diſcipline of the Primitive 
| the Abſolution in be Primitive Church, ſays, 
CCT 


# 


or relax d the Cenſures of the Church: The firſt Abſulution 
awas by interceding with God, for the Sinner's Forgiveneſs ; 
the ſecond declar d him releas'd from the Ecclefiaftical Cen- 
ſure, "The firſt kind of Abfolution, ſays he, was always in 
Form of a Prayer throughout the earlieſt Ages, and conti - 


nu'd ſo for a thouſand years. | 
| _  effeQually, 
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efeftually, 1-pardev you, 1 abſalve'you, &c. becauſe 
they. have not the ſame meaſure of the Spirit. Nor 


will ar can Remiſſion follow, as an Effect from any 
Declaration made by any Ferſon whatever, it being 


_ the certain, proper, and gennine Effect of the Di- 


vine Mercy and Goodneſs alone. Men may make 
known God's Grace and Favour to Penitents; but He 
alone can originally and authoritatively forgive: for 
*tis his Laws and his Authority as a Governor that 
the Sinner violates, and therefore tis he alone that 
can remit the Puniſnment. All the Power that was 
certainly convey'd'by our Saviour to the Apoſtles, by 
theſe. words, Whoſeſaever Sins 9e remit, &c. they 
undoubtedly exercis'd ; but the moſt learned Inter- 
preters of any Communion are very cautious in pro- 
-nouncing, that they have attain'd the adequate and 
int ire Senſe of thoſe Worde. 
Yet all Interpreters of Note are agreed, that the 
Apoſtles, in ſome Inſtances of their Power and Au- 
thority, had no Succeſſors; and moſt certainly they 
have none, who can now remit and retain Sins by 
the ſame Divine Direction as tbey did. And till 
Divines can with Certainty, and by infallible Kaom- 
ledg, diſtinguiſh the Sincere from the Hypocrites, 
a peremptery and indicative Abſolution is an Ad ef the 
higheſt; Preſumption, And to thint ſuch Al ſalnt iam has 
any Efficacy for the Pardon of Sins, is, as Dr. Cu- 
nan * truly ſays, groſs Superſtition Mr. Sm-—t 
thinks a little Gravity, and ſome good Words, 
will do with his Readers; eſpecially if be can but 
talk of Commentators, and cite ſome inſufficient 
Paſſages from two or three of that Number. If he 
can read the Cxitici Sacri, and underſtand them well, 
he may ſee Cauſe to alter his Opinion; and for the 
preſent 1 will abide by the Senſe of our Church in 
this matter, Where ſhe has expreſs'd her Senſe. of 
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Abſo- 


Abſolution in the plaineſt Terms, vi. He (that 


is, God) hath given Power and Commandment to bis 
Miniſters to declare and pronounce to bis People, bein 
© penitent, &c. And He, that is, God pardoneth, — 
not the Prieſt pardoneth and abſolveth all them that truly 
repent, and unfeignedly believe his Holy Goſpel, Upon 
- which it follows, Wherefore let us beſeech him to grant 
us true Repentance, &c, that. is, that God may par- 
don us. By which 'tis evident beyond all diſpute, 
that in this Abſolution the Miniſter only declares 
the Terms upon which God will abſolve, viz. true 
Repentance, and an unfeign'd Belief of the Holy 
SGoſpel. And that is indeed all that he has Power 
to do in the Caſe : unleſs he be a judge in an Ec- 
cleſiaſtical Court, then indeed he has by the Canons 
da Power, Solvere nexus ſive vincula Furis, i. e, to 
abſolve one from the Cenſares or Sentence of the 

Court. FT * . 1 
FS. 37, Mr. S--+th proceeds to cite an Excellent 
Paſſage out of the Preſervative, pag- 93, 94. which 
"if his Readers look into, they muſt bluſh for the 
Confidence of this weak Man, who has firſt left the 
word ſuch ] out of the laſt Clauſe in the Para- 
«graph, and ſo made the words Run, . Therefore it 
& can't be the true Intent of this Paſſage, [John 20. 21, 
% 22, 23. to give any Power to Men ” ; whereas the 
Biſhop's Words are an ſuch Power tro Men: 
Poin ng by that word [| /acb ] to a Power to ab- 
ſolve, ſuppos'd to be lodg'd in Prieſts (which he 


had ſpoken of a few) Lines before) without which 


God wou'd not pardon Sinners. I leave the Readers 
to judge whether ſuch a notorious Perverſion was an 
eſſect of Mr. Sm---th's Care or his Candor. 
F. 38, 1 don't ſee how he cou'd read and cite the 
next Paragraph out of the 94th Page of the Preſer- 
ative,” without being rightly inform'd how far any 


Miſtake, and with one Perverſioa after another; 
3 R that 
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that to trace em wou'd be endleſs trifling, For 
he neither anderſtands the Biſhop nor himſelf; nor 


can be well underſtood in many places by his Rea- 


ders. Yet, thus much is very plain, that he knows 
very little of this Controverſy. Won'd any Man, 
who is in his right Mind, affirm, as Mr. Sm. -h 
does, pag- 57. That God wou d moſt certainly pardon 
« ſuch as were orally pronounc d abſoly'd by a Regular 
« Prieſt, by virtue of his Miſſion ?.” Can any thing be 
more Stupid or Popiſh than that Aſſertion? Yet he 
asks, If. the Miniſters of God bad not ever ſuch a 
« Poiver ? And poſitively ſays, That God ratifies. and 
te confirms in Heaven, what they (that is his Prieſts) 
« do of this kind on Earth.” Which Notion» is di- 
realy contrary to Scripture and Reaſon. The Scrip- 
tares teach expreſly, That God only can forgive: Sin, 
We are alſo taught in the Lord's Prayer, and in 
very many places of our Common. Prayer, to ask for- 

iveneſs of God alone, Had a Prieft ſuch a Power 

elegated to him, it wou'd be a proper and a rea- 


| ſonable Act to beg forgiveneſs of the Prieſt; and if 


he orally pronounc'd Abſolation, God wou'd be ob- 
lig d, according to Mr. Sm---th, to ratify the Act 
his own Commiſſioner. Bat tis impoſlible for any 


Biſhop or Prieſt in the whole Chriſtian Church to 


ſhew. a Commiſſion from the Holy Scriptures (they 
may from the Pope, I grant) to pardon and abſolve 
this or that individual Perſon, otherwiſe than condi- 


tionally; or in any other Senſe than this: If you 


truly and ſincerely Repent, &c. I do aſſure you from the 
Word of God that he pardons and abſolves yon; for he 
bas requir d us Miniſters to declare his Pardon to true 
Penitents x. *Tis very obſervable, and deſerves to 

be 


* 2 ! Ü 


* And the Fathers teach the ſame very fully, which Mr. Sm th 
may read in the Penitential Diſciple of the Primitive 
Church, Publifſh'd 1714. Fc. 95, 95, 97- Ibid, The Prieſts only 
intercede with God, and pray to God tor the Sinner: But tis 
| F 2 certain, 
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be often and. well confider'd by Priefts and People, 
chat our Bleſſed Saviour pronounces his Abſola ; 
tion in this humble manner in three Evangeliſts, 
Thy Sins art forgiven thee. But ſome of his Miniſters 
ank Meſſengers have learn'd to ſpeak in the peremp- 
tory Form, 7 abſolve thee from all thy Sins; putting 
(as it were) themſelves in God's ſtead with the 
Higheſt Arrogance. F 
his indicative, peremptory, and preſumptuous 
Form of Abfolation is modern, as may be ſeen in 
pr. Cubes Actounnt of” two Motions in Convocation 
112; and more atlargeitra Book, entitled, The Peni- 
tential "Diſcipline of the Primitive Church, &. primed 
Iii IfanyPricft bas receiv'd a ſpecial Revelation 
from God of the State of a Perſon, and of God's 

| 1 Intention towards that Perſon, then let 
Fim declare the Perſon abſolvd with as much Aſſu- 
rance; as be will; But even then, in ſach a caſe, 
the Prieſt can only declare to that Penitent what he 
certainly Knows ih the form bur bleſfed Saviour us'd, 
Thy Sins art forgiven thee, or to that effect. But with- 
out ſuch Reyelation he cannot poſlibly take upon 
Him to declare, in the Name of God, this or that 
- Particular Perſon to be forgiyen ; becauſe he dares 
or declare what he is not ſure of: and without 
Revelation every Prieſt is, and muſt be uncertain, 
both as to the Will of God, and the State of parti- 
Eilat Perſons. In the preſent State of the Chri- 
ſtian Church then, our Divines having no imme- 
diate Revelation from God of his ſpecial Grace 
to this or that Perſon, nor of the State of par- 
 ticylar Perfons; they can only declare in general, 


SS. | 
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Certain, ſays. the Author, God only doth pardon _;_ for which 

be produces expreſs Authorities from St. Ambroſe, Clem. Alex- 
andcinus, St. Baſil, SF. * and Aquinas. ; 

* Where the Author ſays, this dire and peremptory Form was or- 

-odered to be ur d by Cardinal Othobon, &c. 1268. vide Plura, 

p. 93, 98, —— ZOO 09, 211, 212, 213. — ; 
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that God pardons and abſolyes all them that truly Re- 
pent,&c. as our” Church ſpeaks : or, which is the 
ſame in other words; If you truly and fincerely 
Repent, I declare that God has forgiven your Sins. 
Tis a plain caſe; let any ſoben and wiſe Man con- 
fider it ſeriouſly, and he will find the Authority of 
the Prieſt neither doth, nor can reach any further. 
In this view of the point, Mr. Sm -th may rectify 
his Notion, without my laying open any more. of 
his Miſtakes; which wou'd be troubleſome, and of 
no uſe to him or my Readers. What God autho- 
rizes Men to do, he certainly enables them: to: do. 
Hie authoriz'd (Jon 20: 22, 23.) and enabled the 
Apoſtles ro Remit and Retain Sint; ile, according to 
the beſt Interpreters, to declare ſuch pardon'd, 
hom they knew by his Spirit he had'pardog'd 3 
and to undertake to heal ſuch miraculouſly, whom 
they knew God intended to: heal, Cc. This: was 
hat God authoriz d the Apaſtles to do. But he 
has not, nor the poles have not authoriz'd any 
Perfons to do the like in this Age, becauſe he has not 
enabled em by an infallible Knowledge of the caſe of 
Individuals, nor of his Will concerning them. Nor 
does God by that Text promiſe, nor indeed by any 
other, that ſuch miraculous i Remiſſion as attended the 
Apoſtles, ſhou'd ' deſcend in a regolar Succeſſion: 
Remiſſion, now, is no more than a general Declara · 
tion, and an Aſſurance to the Penitent by the Prieſt 
from the Word of God, that their Sins are forgiven. 
This is all that can be made of it, if Men d 
write on to the World's end; and truly is what 
every one has cauſe to be greatly thankfal for to the 
Divine Goodneſs. To declare Remiſſion, or to ab- 
ſolve in this Senſe, every Prieſt has a Divine Autho- 
rity, or Commiſſion, as (ſome word it) and beyond 
this he bas none, and can have none from the:Goſpel ; 


tho* he may have pretended Authority, and a ple- 
nary Commiſſion from the Raman Pontif , as _—_ 
FS. ts 4 | m 
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| Tehel had at the beginning of the Reformation, But 
the times of ſuch groſs Ignorance and Superſtition 


are, I hope, at an end in Britain. And tho * two or 


three Learned Divines have of late unwarily expreſ#d 
themſelves ia this matter in a Controverſy that was 
revivd, and not throughly ſtudied of late; yet 1 dare 
ſay they have a horrour for every thing in Popery: and 
tho I am utterly a Stranger to thoſe rats. entle. 


men, yet I believe em to be Perſons of that Ability 


and Integrity, that I can almoſt aſſure my ſelf, t 
by this time have better confider'd this point, whic 


is ſo well explain'd, and ſet in ſo true and clear a 
Light by the Biſhop's Preſervative, that Iwou'd hope 


even Mr. Sm---tþ himſelf, diveſted of his warm Pre- 


Jadices, might u a cool Review ſee cauſe to a- 


mend his Notions ; which I heartily wiſh he may, 
becauſe his Diligence is commendable: which when 
accompanied with 8 and Modeſty, will 


hereafter make his Reading more uſeful to himſelf, 


and his Writing leſs troubleſome to the World. 
8. 39. If Mr. Sin -h had been careful and attentive, 


Paſſages from Dr. Cave's' Primitive Chriſtianity con- 
cerniag Church-Cenſures, which are ſo wide from the 
Point the Biſhop diſcourſes upon? Nothing but 
very great Inadvertency can excuſe fo aliene, ſo im- 
pertinent a Citation. No body doubts, whether the 

Church has power to excommunicate Offenders, 


and receive Penitents; or whether ſhe can relax, a- 


bate, or entirely remit her own Cenſures. But the 
Point the Biſhop is upon, is to ſhew that no Man has 
Authority from God to remit or retaia Sins in 
God's ſtead; or to declare Remiſſion to particulgr 


15 Men, without ſpecial Revelation. All therefore 


that Dr. Cave ſays in Mr. Sm---th's Citations, may 
be, and is readily granted. And ſo might good 


a ee 
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e Dr. Brett. Mr. Archdeacon Hill, 


part 


would he in this Controverſy have cited two large 


ink my fn wy ee e „ „ „ „ 
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part of what follows, at another time and upon 
another occaſion, ſeparate from the — Miſtakes 
and undutiful Inſinuations ſcatter'd up and down in 
every Page; which are the more culpable in Mr. 
Sm. — th, becauſe of his many and ſolemn Expreſſions 
of the greateſt Veneration for the Miniſters of God: 
amongſt whom he muſt, upon his own Principles, 
- acknowledge the Biſhop of Banger to be in the firſt 

Rank. +- g 

$. 40. What Opinion Mr. Sm--rh has of himſelf and 
bis Readers, is very plain. I who have been one of 
em, pity him, and wiſh him more Wiſdom and Mo- 
dieſty. If the moſt candid Reader were to caſt his Eye 
firſt upon the bottom of his 74th Page, and find him 
- ſumming up his Diſcourſe in one general view, thus; 
« Whether we conſider the expreſs Deciſions of Scripture, . 
„ the Senſe of the Fathers, of all Commentators, the 
« publick and moſt authentick Voice of the Church, 


the 
« Perplexity and Uncertainty of the 1 , 2 
| u 


whoever ſhou'd read this Paſſage fir d cer- 
- tainly expect to find Texts learnedly handled ; the 
Fathers copiouſly cited; all the Commentors pro- 
duced, and the Senſe of the Church fully and clearly 
ſtated ; and, in fine, the Biſhop's Arguments entirely 
refated. At, quid ferat hic tanto dignum promiſſor ' 
biatu ? He jingles with the Texts, as a Morice- Dancer 
does with his Bells. He mangles three Engliſh Com- 

mentators, and lights all the reſt, pag. 53. Hecites 
none of the Fathers, but one Father Cave, who dy'd 
about half a ſcore Vears ago; and him quite beſides 
his purpoſe. For the Senſe of the Church, he only 
names a line or two from the Liturgy. .And for the 
Biſhop's Words and Arguments, Mr. Sm th, in al- 
moſt every Page, miſtakes and perverts em, yet in 
ſo weak, and often in ſo ridiculous a manner, that 


2 — 


1 


— 


* This Learned Gentleman has forgot to cite the Councils; but in 
the next Edition we ſhall have large Authorities from them. hi W 
* _ | = 
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tis Friends bluſh, and his Advert ſaries ſmile, not 
without a juſt Contempt. He pretends, pg 76. a 
— — Veneration for the Gowa.z yet neither the 
Habit nor the Order, neither the Learning nor the 
real Services done for our Church and Nation by the 
Biſhop of Banger, do ſecure him ftom Mr. Sn. bs 
ignorant and im pertinent Remarks. So that tis ma- 
nifeft his Reſpect is confin'd to his Favourites, the 
reſt have an indefeaſible Right to his Hatred. Why 
elſe ſo much freedom with the Biſhop, the moſt 
ninoſſenſive Man in his Life and Writings? PI] refer 
Mr. S. - th himſelf to the foot of his 80th and 8 iſt 
peges for an inſtance, but not of his Good Manners, 
or his Underſtanding; and to the 79th page for his 
impartial Treatment of the Biſhop and Mr. Sm---th's 
own Readers; who are e 3 by his 
* . iſhop 
of 


Mi tations, as if t 8 that 
Clergymen-niight be totally depriv d of their Holy Order: 
bythe Civil Powers, and made a jeſt of Sacerdotal Bleſ- 
ſmes and Curſes, pag. 81. All Mr. Sm--tb's Profeſ- 
fion, tho ever ſo ſolemn, of being uubyaſs'd and 
without perſonal or 1 and the ſorry 
Excule he attempts to make for his warmth in the 
ſame Page, are ofthe ſame piece with the Pamphlet, 
# y-modeſt and candid. What he preſents 
his Readers with, flows, as he tells em, from the ſin- 

cere Dimes of his Conſcience ,, which upon my word 

is a melancholy account of the State of Mr. Sn bs 

Mind, and deſerves our Pity, and his further Conſi- | 


deration. 87 * 5 EO 
. 41. As for Party-Words (againſt which be de- 
clares) they are wicked in their Deſign and their 
Oonſequences; diſtracting the Prople, and dividing 
the Nation. But (begging his pardon) M George 
fer ever, is not and cannot che a Party- word; for tis 
the Senſe of Whig and Tory Parliaments in their Yores, 
their Acts, their Oaths for many Years, which makes 
at the Senſe uf the Nation, and not of a Party, as this 

- - » Gentleman would boldly inſinuate. Tho“ _— 
, TEES” | - Churc 5 


Preſervative Defended, &c-. 49 
Cbareb, &c. is a ſcandalous Party-Word affefted by 
Mobs, and others who by their Rant or their Function 
ſnou'd know better, who violate all Oaths, and the 
moſt Sacred Bonds of Charity, &c. and ſeem to con- 
tema and deteſt the Name of Proteſtant; becauſe 
thoſe who are fond of that Name differ in ſome 
leſſer Matters, who nevertheleſs agree in the weigh- 
tier Matters of the Chriſtian Law. The Papiſts 
might, methinks, teach this Gentleman, and others 
too a little Temper and Prudence; for they ſtyle 
Franciſcans and Dominicans, Janſeniſts and AMoliniſts, 
&c. all Catholicis, tho pretty widely differing, and 
warmly oppoſing each other. Whereas this Gentle- 
man is ſo offended at the calling ſome our Proteſtant 
Brethren, who hold the great Fundamental of the 
Chriſtian Religion, viz. That the Scriptures are the 
only” Rule of Faith and Life, that he forgets his 
Grammar, and can hardly be ſaid to ſpeak Senſe, 
pag. 83, 84. However, he hopes to recompenſe 
his Readers by his Zeal, which is as blind as his 
worſt Enemies cou'd wait. Twill be ſome excuſe 
for him, if it be as honeſt as tis blind: tho 
that may be juſtly queſtion'd by ſeveral Paſſages. 
But for that let him ſtand: or fall, not by his own 
Conſcience; for that mayn't do its Office, but at a 
juſter Tribunal, where he will find Abſolution and 
Malediction too, impartially pronounc'd, not accord- 
ing to Parties in the State, or Sets and Communions 
in the Church; not according to the vain Opinions 
of Orthodoxy or Heterodoxy, Aſſent to or Diſſent from 
Human Eſtabliſhments ; but according to the Piety 
and Sincerity of our Hearts, and the Simplicity and 
Integrity of our Lives. n 
_ "Sovereign Princes will not be exempt from this 
Tryal, however privileg'd by their Characters here 
on Earth. Then the true Cauſe of the Popery of King 
Charles and James the Second will be certainly known, 
which Mr; Sm--th and others (always in a Paſſion) 
aſcribe to their Exile, and 8 — 
| | * 
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ar in the laſt. Cen ry bub tho, this may be true, 
"it [parrot je lk For the Civil War is by 
m Lord Clarendon himſelf plainly intimated to haue 
take Riſe from the Popyſh- and. violent Counſels, 
. Ft Condue: of the Coumt; and the Popery of the two: 
N Brathert muſt ff be charg d upon 42 iv ate Edu 
cation in the Romyſb Religion, during the firſt thirteen 
Years.of their Youth, according to thoſe famous Ar- 
ticles af Marriage between Charles I. and the Princeſs 
Henrietta of France. And the indefatigable Zeal of 
his.-Papiſh Queen and her Romiſh Prieſts loſt no tima, 
and ſpar d ao pains, without queſtion, to ſecure the 
young. Princes ig 4 Popiſh Intereſt; for which the 
wa een Fear above fifty - Years, and is like to 
do ſo for fifty. Years to came, becauſe ſome wicked: 
Men make it their buſineſs to diſguiſe and miſrepre- 
ſeat Perſons and Things; being always fare of 
numbers, of weak and credulons Men, upon whom 
they may im poſe the fooliſheſt, and the falſeſt things 
ig, the World, under the ſpecious Names of: Church 
Church and State, Mr. Sm--th has unhappily recei vid 
ſome Impreſſions, which riper Tears and better Con- 
a1 vi may ec er rectify; a Happineſs I hear- 
y wiſh hi | 
pleaſure congratulate him. 


h 8.42. My Lord, A third Hand lifted up again & 
the Biſhop is a Gentleman, who tells us he has pub- 


lid Elements of Policy Civil and Eccleſiaſtical, in 4 


Mathematical Method, From ſuch a Hand ſomething 
 confiderable might have been expected; but ſo it is, 
that the Preſervative, tho it ſelf one of the exacteſt 
Pieces on the Subject that yet has ſeem the light, has 


met with the dulleſt and rudeſt Anſwers. Mr, Ad. E. 


takes upon him to vindicate the Old Engliſh Conſtitur 

tion, hut — tis an Engliſh | — — 

were eithet Commons or Lords, which he ſuppoſes had. 

not, ah Origine, any ſhare in the ieee = 
* | obtain' 


m, and for which I ſnhoud with great 


ds. ab 
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obtain d it at laſt by Royal Grace and Favour, This 
is what Filmer, and ſome other obſcure Names were 
driving at in 'the Reign of 'Chartes II. 
. Mr. Petyt, and ſince him Mr. Tyryel, here 
ſaid enough to ſatisfy any judicious unprejadicd Rea- 
der of the Antiquity of the Honſe of Commons, &c. But 
this Findicaror our Old Engliſh Conſtitntiom is a 
profeſs'd Enemy to Parliaments, and ſd are his Party; 
feign-wou'd they extinguiſh that glorious Afehably, 
in which all our Relief and Security lies. Tityare 
for, not the preſent Conftiration of King, Lords amd 
Commons, tho that has been the Conſtitution above 
456 Years, as is whe anted by theſe very Anti. Narlia- 
menturi ans; are for à Prince governing by 
Abſolute — without the Reſtraint of Liws or 
Parliament, which is ſuch an OM Bngliſh eue 
as was never in Rerum Natura. g 
44. 1 don't fad the Commons deſcetided to 
raked 5 of that falſe and inſolent Aſſertion of 
Pilmer's, much deſs de 1 think this Trifler Mr. E. 
will be regarded by dar preſent Houſe af C mon 
Aquila non c — bey have greater 
AMirs to mind, yet it mayn't be anitfs for ſome pri- 
vate Hand to inſtruct and chaſtiſe this bold Preteh. 
der to Anti and Argument. 
In bis Preface, pag. 1. de ſays, CF A Stritigis to'the 
* Gontroverſy wow'd =_— — Thit Pliumrurf were 
Wa Antient at leaſt us the Flood, and that a Hasſe of 
* Commons was preſerv'u in Nod, l.. 
Leer me tell Lic, as much as he intends this for 
a0 t Banter, I can aſſure him tis Truth to à tittle. 
ppoſe it will be granted in this, as well as in all 
Send Cafes, De Nomine Contentio eft Super varus, cum 
de Reipsa conſtiverie.. No body thinks the Word Fa 
liament to be above 7 or & 800 Years. old; | 
Aﬀecmblies of the Feople, or their Chiefs ad Re: Re- 


— 
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preſentatives in all Nations upon Emergent Publick 


Affairs, has been a practice ſo univerſal as to Time 
and Place, where not hinder'd by Tyrannick, Mili. 
tary and Deſpotick Princes, that all the Hiſtories of 
Nations now extant afford plain footſteps in this 
matter; which aprejudic'd Man may flight, but can- 
9. 45. The Style and Title of ſuch Aſſemblies may 
indeed change with Language, which is a thing 
continnally changing; and the Names or Deſigna- 
tions of the Conſtituent: may alter; as is apparent in 
the preſent calc : hut it has ever been the immuta- 
ble and conſtant, Practice of Civiliz'd and Mell. govern d 
Nations to meet in General Aſſemblies, to adviſe, de- 


. = 


bate, and finally determine concerning their Publick 


National Concerns. N CIP n Es! 
F. 46. That this was our Caſe in Britain before 
Cbriſts time, is clear from Jul. Cæſars Account. Com. 
4. 5. Where he ſays, ( Summa Imperii belliqus admini- 
& ſtrands Communt Concilio permiſſa eft Caſſivel ano. * 
And the ſame appears to have the Caſe in Gaul, 


„ Totaus Galle Concilium Bibract: indicitur; eodem 
« conveniunt undique frequentes multitudines. Suffr agiis 
res permittitur, ad unum onnes Vercingentorigem pro- 
© bant Iinperatorem-—” And Tacitus in his Germa- 
nia gives the like account of that Country in theſe 


ede majoribus Omer. To deſcend lower, wou'd 


exceed the. bounds of this Paper; and the Subject has 


been unanſwerably manag'd by Mr. Perye in his Anti- 


lr. Tyrrel in his Bibliotheca Politica, and his learned 
Preface to bis Hiſtory of England, which no Writer 
of Note has hitherto undertaken to confute; and 


* The Mirrour of Juſtice cited ut ſapra by Lord Coke, * 
an Aſem b of the Count ies, &c. in King Alfred's Rein 


* 


Occaſions, to conſult and determine of their own 


Words — De mimoribus Rebus Principes conſultant, 


kr and Power, &c. of the Houſe of cmmons; and by 
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laſt of all by Mr. Rymer, whoſe Fædera Mr. E. has 
cited ſo ofte. | 

$. 4. To the Lord. Mr. E. is pleas'd to allow a 
greater Antiquity, which is ſo notorious an Error, in 

point of fact, that one wou'd wonder how a Perſon 
who has dipp'd into Hiſtory with judgment cou'd 
aſſert it. He might from Seiden, and our Chronicles, 
have obſerv'd, that the Diſtinctions of Peerage now 
in Uſe are not of that great Antiquity; but Natio- 
nal Aſſemblies have been always in Uſe. Men 

§. 48. Tis the Unhappineſs of Mankind, Mr. E. tells 
us, Pref. p. 5. That ſince the Creation they have been 
& led into Error, by not ſetting a right Signification upon 
« Words.” Which Obſervation is moſt true in the 
Caſe before us: becauſe Superficial Examiners don't in 
their reading the Antients meet with Modern Words 
and . Phraſes, *tis-; preſently concluded, that the 
things intended by thoſe Words, were not in Being 
or Practice in former Age. 
9. 49. It wou'd be endleſs to copy and anſwer 
the many Miſtakes and bold Reflections of Mr. E. 
throughout his Book. The whole is a Miſcella- 
neous. Libel againſt. our Conſtitution, without Me- 
thod or Diſcretion; and the Author. wou'd deſerve 
one's pity, if. his Confidence and Bigotry did not 
make him unworthy of it. He is not content our 
Kings ſnould be only a Branch of the Supreme Power, 
- which. yet was as much as King Charles I. inſiſted 
upon, in his Anſwer to the Commons about Hull; and 
in his Anſwer to the nineteen Propoſitions, . Knowing 
« very well, ſays that King, the great and unlimited 
« Power of Parliaments.” But Mr. E. Pref. p. 6. is 
for placing the Supreme Power in the King al 
contrary. to the Opinion of that King, and of all 
our Kings for many Ages, who have ated with Lords 
and Commons as Co-efficients in the Legiſlative Ca- 
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x Lird Clarendon, B. 5, p. 511. & 528. & 647. 08. Edit. 
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ity ; and the Power of Parliaments has been ex- 
ercis'd 'without qa] 5 — the Throne, and 
— was call'd in qu de gientſt dur Princes, tho 
of late attack d with t the g Inſolence by ſome 
n-te eee, Nc. a | 
S. 50. Mr. E. Pref.” 5. 5 "tells us King William . 
a the Kingdom . a erty, &c. Tis true, 
his Reign was full of Violence and Tyranny, of which 
he repented ; but ſure this Wiirer won'd not Have 
us think his Vidlations of ' Law' and Property were 
4% Jure Regio. As for his Notion,- pay. 11. that the 
Kings of Em formerly held a the Lands of 
Englanil in their own Property, tis altogether found- 
ed bn + miſtake, and is never aſſerted by our Lamyers 
in the Senſe Mr. E. wou'd infiruate. Fines,” Forfes- 
#mrrs and E or Devolaniun of Eftates having 
no private Heirs, are by dur Antient Laws'annex'd 
8 the Crown fer Publick Uſes, aud the Sapport' of 
the Government, and ſo become the Property of the 


* 
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Nite, as he is the R. of the Mi Do- 
er Rerum ox Jure Gentium aſvendumt, 
a —— non pot eſt tolli=—— Reges 

” & Fursſdiftioneni, Dominia vero Rerum ſin- 

OY ud fubllites N Beke Seneca Jeptinis de 
| Baue. Omma Rex imper n ſingul; Dominio ; 

aper — pote e ee i af Fele, 

hy D. Duct, 4, Tor cb. I's. 


e. 1% W Nach Authorities are ſo true in Bruin, that 
By Nau Charta, and our conſtant Uſage for many 
Ages, the King here cannot take as his t one 
Shiliny in the Pound of the Rents of che Na- 
tion, but us a Free- Gift of che Sobhekt in Purlia- 
wette A ps cara 

8. yi. Mr. E. l mightily plened with a 
pars; Prof. p. 6. If, Tays le, the Ning 8 — 
«of BY witch of tht Supreme Pom. art the Berus and 
te Commons the other Branches ? If ſo, let any Man ſhew 
c me the Suprome Power after the Diſſolution o — 


a 7 - A®fwey, Let bim ſhew. it us chen 
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Ring be King in Parliament acts in his Legiſlative 
Caparityy L. 6; bis. Supreme Pomer in conjundtion with 
the Parliament, out of Parliament he acts only in his 
Executive Capacity. Vet his, and his Parliament's 
Legiſlative Power is not extinguiſn d, becauſe it ceaſes. 
toad for a time; but fabſiſts really, virtually, and 
potentially in the King, Lords and Commons of Grear 


Britain. N en 0 | b- 1 13 
8. 52. Tis ſtrange to obſerve how carefully Mr. E. 
defines Hereditary Right, Pref. pag. 12, and affirms 
bereupon, as all his Friends did, that King James II. 
was Heres Inteſtat us to Charles Il. and had an Indiſpu- 
table Right. Yet, pag. 14, Mr. E. aſſerts expreſly, 
that the Property of the Crown is ſolely in our Kings, aud 
they may appoint whom they pleaſe their Heirs, What: 
can 2 — — 2 had a 
icht, which, in the Opinion of the old Tories, no 
— cow'd ſet aſide; and yet Charles II. 
might: for Mr. E. ſays, our Kings may appoint: 
hom they wou'd their Heirs. n 
F. 53. Some late Writers, indeed, have ſuppos d 
a Power in our Princes to diſpoſe of the Crown by 
Will, but *tis a Power that was never 
claim d or exercis'd without Conſent of Parliament: 
yet Mr. E. infers our Kings have ſuch a Right to- 
diſpoſe. of the Crown, from a ſhort Record out of 
Nymer s Feedera, wherein King Stephen, by a writing 
under his own Hand, appointed Henry II. hi, Succeſſor 
and Heir him, &c. and this ſays Mr. E. Ling 
Stephen did without the Intervention of Parliament. 


a ſupport for Mr. E's Notions, if it be rightly con- 
lider'd. It's plain King Stephen was not the 
lar Poſſeſſor of the Crown, but Henry whom he 
appointed to ſucceed him: now can any thing be 
more abſurd, than to ſuppoſe Stephen had a right to 
diſpoſe of the Crown; who, as an Uſurper, had n 
Righe to the Crown? As for Henry, he needed not 
the Authority of Parliament to ſupport his Claim; 
400 all 


Very well. I doubt this Record will prove too weak 
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all he needed was u Declaration of Seephen's, that 
was the next Heir. King Stephen, indeed, 
uſes theſe Words, Conſtitui, & Ei, &. Hæredibus 


fuis R lie confirmavs, ' to gratify his own 
Pride; — look d upon em as giving him no 


Title: that Title he did (and I dare 75 Mr. E. will) 


_ found upon his Deſcent from Here's a Re- 
cord then, produc'd by Mr. E, to f — the ſole Pro- 
perty of the Kingdom was in our Kings, becauſe an 
Uſurper tells the Legal Heir that he ſhall ſucceed 
him. Niſum teneati: W ou d our Jacobites have 
uieſc'd, if Queen Anne had under hand, or by her 
Win, without the concurrence of Parliament, con- 
firm'd the Succeſſion to the Princeſs Sophia, (as ſhe 
did by many Acts and Deeds in and out of Parlia- 
ment) in the ſame Words as King Stephen did? Vet 
the Property of the Kingdom being ſolely in our 
Kings, as Mr. E. holds, the Queen might, — 
to Mr. E's Notion, Pref. p pr: 14. appoint ; 
pleas'd Heir thereto. This, kk mis might be — 
as anew Argument for his Majeſty not thought on 
hitherto by his Friends; but, I thank God, he does 
not ſtand in need of ſuch broken Reeds. 
8. 54. This Mr. E. is not very lucky in meddling 
with Records; z for to ©: ſhew the Legiſlative Power 
„ of the Lords and Commons not to rw Antient as ſome 
<< - pretend, &c. ". -he mentions a Letter of Henry Il. 
quitting | I Claim to Wrecks, &c. If the King had a 
juſt: Claim. to ſuch Wrecks. by the Common Law, 
who doubts but he might quit and renounce it 
without a Parliament? If our Kings make Grants 
of Lands or Privileges to a Subject out of Parliament, 
which is common in every Reign; muſt it preſently 
be ſuppos'd they held no Parliaments ? 


which indeed is no proof, yet offer'd by Mr. E. to 
maintain his Notion, thar our Kings have ſolely 


without Lords or Commons exercis'd a Legiſlative 


Power; is an Ordinance, as he calls it, of Ricbard l. 
i; wil 5 con- 


F. 55- Another proof out of Mr. ymer's Firdera, 
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Preſexvative Defended, 680; 


Pilgrim, Ge, ſurely, Mr. . dich not 
jet th il of it, „Hadithe migded:thoſe Works 
uy, eee Virorum 


7. a 4:0, and read 
1 Tres Bibliothecas he you'd. axe dropt this 


being cart againft; his Aſſertion 3 but 

a warm. ead can fetch Concluſion s from —— Prg>. 
mils King Richard's Kxackions 

ochers, tha mall be an Argument Ne pag — 

| 1 Mic. E. bimſelf in the very next Page ſhews, by 

tatute Fi King Richard, was a Wrong that he 

4 ener fy neither be nor bis Susceſſors ſbou d put in 


a e upon any prevence whatſoever ; but that 
75 10 12 * . be _ 


1 


f | W Vim. 
„From 2 yo Mas 1 takes 0caa- 
fart a nem gane, pag- 1 8, 19. ſbewing mur 
cation mas made by our Princes formerly 
and Secular Clergy 3 and gbat King John 
id 5 bak . pret end to write to the Bifbops.f bis 

5 Mandatory 122 1 them to imer- 

the Pope in bis. behalf. Bleſſed Times in- 
a ; What oo'd Mr. E. be at Frem Fafts; of 
| Violence. and. ance [infer the Rights of Prince am 
Clergy.?. Won d he have theſe things reviv'd ? Arge 
the Violpuen of ſome of our Kings, and the Arro- 
gange 9 the Papi ergy, in former Ages, the Ola 
Conſtitution he likes and viadicates ?. Tis plain ue 
 Nongurors are bard ſet, When they are for d to de- 
oy their Cauſe by the Pads of a bin, Clergy, and 
Tyrangical Princes. Mr. E. ſhou'd not have to got 
the Story. of iThomas Becket aud the Whipping Monti 
of Cancerigry, to ſhew the Rights of the 2— in 
's Reign; but the Gentleman tells us, pg; 
20. *Tis time to draw; in his Reins, Paſſion indulg d may 
Nie hogs ant Truths — His Inſinuation of Seve» 
— 2 Fatſhood. and Ingratitude, when 
= of che late Rebels are alive and in good 
ready r a new 8 of Skill at W 


to, 


8 


- 


8 Ne Biſhop of Dine: 
zit their Forezgn Helps don't fal em: Which! hi- 
thanks to a kind Providence, have done us 
nothurt, but have done the Noni urors this real Ser- 
vice, viz; to put them upon ſeriouſly conſidering 
with themſelves, What they have been doing! What 
-Cauſe they have been writing and fighting for ! What 
Plots they eee og ain n ion an Cem! 
- What Innocent Blood they have ſpilt, Si won d ſtill be 
lad to ſpill ! | How much Blood and Treaſure their wic- 
| Ly Notions have 2 this Nation ! How much they have 
vencourag'd P How many of their Friends are 
*apoſt atiz'd to —— ! What Rvin their "Notions have 
cad, and what Calamities and ni ver Deſolation 
muſt follow, if their Immoral and Impious P rayers were 
heard ! Theſe will be proper Subjects for! Medita- 
tion, after Mr. E. has impartially review'd his own 
Papers, and the Preſer vative, without Prejudice. 
We are not ſtartled with his Confidence, nor 
[baffled with empty Sounds: His Miſtakes are pal- 
yo and ſo are his Hatred and Animoſity. 
8. . We can read the Recognition Prov Ja- 
webs; (which Mr. E. recites) without fear for our 
Cauſe; * tho the Nonjurors cannot examine our Hi- 
Tories, or our Laws, without une For they 
wou'd find our wiſe Anceſtors (from Nen, I. 5 
Nennetbh III. which was 1300 Years) diſpos'H of the 
Succeſſion to the' fitteſt of the Royal Line, without 
ard to à direct Deſcent. They wou'd find John 
Daliol, the Ninety ſixth King of Scotland, and hi- 
Poſterity excluded, and the Crown ſettled upon Ro- 
bert Bruce and his Poſterity: They 'wou'd find, of 
that very Robert Bruce's Deſcendants by a Female, 
thirteen of the Stuarts have reign'd in Scotland, 
whoſe Briar” Title was & pagan upon Are EA 
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Preſervative Defended, 8&c 59 
claſſan and Settlement. And yet what a Din is made 
by this Gentleman, and others, for a Pretender, whar 
he were really the Son of King James, muſt not, 
cannot denz, nor all his Friends for him, that 
the Brunſwick Stuart; now on the Throne, has 
jaſt the ſame Title, as the thirteen Bruce Stuart 
who laſt. poſſeſs'd it: but with this great Advan- 
tage, that this Proteſtant Stuart is moſt capable and 
ualify'd to govern, that is, to execute all our Prote- 
ant Lam and Statutes in Defence of our Proteſtant 
Religion and Ziberties , but a Popiſh Stuart is not, 
and cannot be, whilſt a Papiſt. - i 
. 58, Let Mr. E. remove this Difficulty, and that 
will do more Service to his Cauſe than one hundred 
of his Tracts in the Mathematical way; which no 
body yet has been idle enough to anſwer, and there- 
fore tis not anſwer'd : and he may depend upon it, 
no body will return him a particular Anſwer to all 
bis Miſtakes in his Old Engliſh Conſtitution. It wou'd, 
indeed, be tranſcribing moſt of the Book, when to 
read it only is a Task ungrateful to ſach who can 
better employ their time. 141 i 7058 
F. 59. Mr. E. begins his Diſcourſe with an Ac- 
count of his former Performance, and ſome new Re- 
marks which are far from being clear or methodical; 
is a Farrago of ſeveral things that may, and may 
not be granted; for which few will thank him, 
becauſe few will . underſtand him. Had this Gen- 
tleman read without byaſs the Fudicious Mr. Hooker, 
Grotius and Puffendorf, or Mr. Lock of Govern- 
ment, and conſider dem impartially; all his Pains 
had been ſav'd, and his unhappy Prejudices avoided, 
which have tainted his Charity to that degree, that 
he is not afraid, pag. 11. to affix the moſt extrava- 
— Imputation upon a whole Body, who ſrurn 

owever to retaliate, and wiſh him a better Spirit. 
Some Mens Wit and Writings do moſt hurt to - 
ſelves, which 1 believe will be the Fate of Mr. E. 
I cannot” but pity him _ when I conſider what 
. A 2 a 


2. en Van 
irh the Whole Diſcourſe is. However: 
tive le ſuch in Appesrauer & of Sinckrity i this 
n that I cad freely Mow him 469 ſmall 
mate in my Charity, us I dare Tay the Biſheß of 
or dots, e "oy r a 
60. Mr. E pag. 16) 1). gives us his Sen 
. 13. and Ee * . Her retatfan- of theſe 
$ Words: [ebe Powers that be] by. fore is Ridiculous, 
or wor'd perſuade the Wert, thit thi' Pre- 
cipe extends to gi 4 Sanfdion to am Df pie Power: 
Ds their: own mer. Thoſe Whom Mr. E. calls 
Mpigs have ſaid, and will ſay that ſuch an Interpre- 
— is Trepuons, for *tis' to make God the Author 
vi. Vet this very Gentleman a few Lines after 
fays; Phat no Power can be conſt ituted bur LANE 
and by ſuch "Authority the Roman 
Whom Hiſtories condeinn for the great 
pews; Tyrunto, and Enemies to Authority, 'or Juſt 
Gal Power, that ever liv'd: And thus Mr. E. bas 
extonded the Words to give aSanQion, as he ſpeaks, 
10 Uſurpiog GC. And tis to the ſame 
urpoſe this Text is generally apply d the Faco- 
Hin who make Tyrants the Ordſinaace of 
God, and ſuy they are not to be reſiſted. This Ab- 
ſardiry is in Words diſclaimd by Mr. E. I wiſh he 
and bis Friends did not run into it in certain Caſes. 
Phoſe he calls Whigs, will to a Man reject with Ab- 
bortence the thought of a Divine Right either in 
Der © or Hans. Civil Power or Authority, 
truly ſo = han. always to Ne to; but 
rs nd a tion are to rne by Nations, 
Al fairiy redreſs's in a juſt and reaſonable, and if it 
maybe, in a Netional 5 | 
<LVET 7 ; 1 34 
— — — — — 
n, wide inen before 1 ſaw bis Serious Admonitien to the 
Rune Dr. Ketnbt, in which there are ſo many abſurd, inſolent, and 
 unchriftian things; that it has much abated the Compaſſion I had for 
E Charity 


1 | | §. Gr. 
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Preſervattve Defended, 6¹ 
. r. Mr. E, is mightily againſt Providenitiat 
Kings, p. 728. de Providepriat Pls and Famines he 
2 be 4; wel pleaded for, as Providemial Vſur- 
pers Without doubt Hyatt and Uſurptrs are 
etimes the luſtrumeuts of Providence, like Pls 
and Femines, to execute Divine Juſtice upon a fin- 
ful People, who nevertheleſs are ſeldom left with- 
out Remedy. "Phe Oppreſſion of the Jhachrs'in 
and of their Poſterity by ſeveral of the 


2 
acorn Nations, and from their own Kings 


too, were permitted by God for their Sins: But 
then his Providence rais'd up Moſes, and ſeveral of 
the the-Judg ges, to be the Deliverers of his People. Wbat- 
Mr. E. may think, in God's account ons! 

Adee Ning, who reſcues an Oppreſo Nation from 
F my a Def porch Violence, has more of 'Bod's 
t for ſo 7 hn and Divine an Enterprize, than 

4 thoiifand Heredita 2 bre. Doing the leaſt Good 
has The God's Aster, who is the great Le- 
gillator, and | the righteous jadge: The (greateſt 
Good then cannot but be moſt agreeable to AHS Win, 
and his Authority in the Government ef the World; 
e moſt certainly conſonant to the Rules 
ity and Juſtice foumd in the Holy | 

4 di — by che Ligdt of — From 
which Confideration it may ke moſt truly affirm'd, 
that the Gloriow  Deliverers of Oppreſt'd Nations 
act in that Work moſt certainly by a Diov"d Right ; 
whereas Uſurpers and Tyrants, as ſuch, have not the 
leaſt claim to a Divine or A br : in which 1 
greatly differ from Mr, E o is ſetting up 
what juſt before he had & ü 12 and makes a 
ſettled * ation of the Cæſar the Ordinance of 
God. By this new Inconſiſtency, if Richard, orchis 
Son, had fix'd Oliver's Uſurpation, it muſt at laſt 
have been God's Ordinance ! Monſtrous Abſur- 


Eat yn 0 his Senſe of 
Ne 13. Which is not of that moment to be 
con- 


— 


ſame. Whoever has dipp'd into our Laws and Hi- 
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62: The Biſhip BAN GOR 
conſfider'd; he begins to name his. Corollaries ; 
1ſt, That n Government can be alter d or ſubverted bur 
by a Divine Command. He ſeems by Government to 
mean the Form of Government. By what Divine 
Command does this Gentleman think, that the ſe- 


rexal Independent Monarchies in this ſand, which 


before King Egbert were about tyelve, in England, 
Scotland and Wales, were reduced after ſome Apes, 
under one Head? We know this happen'd, partly 
by Conqueſt and partly. by Marriage; but tis tri- 
fling to purſue this Gentleman's Singularitieg, He 
might have ſaw'd himfelf the Trouble and Vanity of 
Citations from the Fathers about Obedience to Go- 


that, except his Friends, who.gppear'd at Prefton. 
and Damblein ; and his Beclamations againſt Rebel: 


lion won d not be unſeaſagable, if diſcreetly addreſs d 


to the late Rebels and their Alettar:: But as they are 
manag d, can do us no Service, nor bring the Author 
any Credit, who has ſeveral daring Innuendo's and 
nem Notions about our Conſtitution, which will ſur - 
drixe, but not conyince his Readers, nor ſurvive 
bimſs f. Never any Gentleman before him, I dare 
ſay, bad the like Notion of our Conſtitution, and 
tis likely no body that comes after him will have the 


ſtories; ſmile at his Performance, as our Divine: do 
at the reading his Expoſition of Romans 13. The 
beſt Excuſe for ſuch a Rhapſody, is his Party-Zeal, 
which itſelf needs an Excuſe. The Gentleman has 
made-a curſory ſearch after Authorities, and ſet 
down every - thing that fell in his way without Exa- 
mination. When he gives himſelf time to conſider, 
he has Parts enough to diſcover his own Miſtakes, 
and! wiſh he may do himſelf the Honour to forſake 
f . 40 55 
. 63. Give me leave, my Lord, briefly to re- 
preſent a few more of his Overſights in his Reflec- 
tion upon the Biſhop of Bangor. In pag. 76, * F. 
; #4 | ys, 


vernment. Every reaſonable Man is ſatisfy'd in 
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Prreſervative Defended, dc. 63 
ſays, Thr Biſhop. challenges any Man to prove, 'rhat 


God” aver inſtituted any particular Form of Human 
Govern for any Nation, bit one; yet he, in the 
ext Line r two, ſays, Arcording to the Biſhop's, 
Scheme, Gol in the Holy Seriptures never inſtitured any 


of Government. © : 


F. f | { | yy : 1311 } 
4 64" In . 78. Mr. E. very fairly infers, from 
5 boy t een ha Rocher no Form of 
han Government, &c. that therefore God bad ap- 
7 72 5 Government at all and then Mr. E. falls in- 
0 bis Facobite Fits, &c. which have a great appear- 
ance of Linacy and Idiocy while they laſt; for they 
| makthim forgetful of the Biſhop's Character and his 
own, and hurry him into indecent Inſinuations: which 
Lei, and will oply tell him, that it wou'd be well 
for Mr. E's Friends, if they had minded better their 
Oaths, Declarations and Subſcriptions too; or cou d 
find a way to reconcile with them their Denial of the 
King! Supremacy, their new Notions of Prieftly Powers, 
elr abſurd Nonons of unlimited Obedience to Princes, 
| without Lam, and againſt Lan, and ugainſt the real Aw 
thority of thoſe Princes founded in Law: Their Groſs 
and Amiſcriptural Notions of the Trinity, and'\ Divi- 
#hy of our Bleſſed Saviour: Their continual Cane of 
the Church, the Church; eſpecially when they -bave 
ſtarted any new, falſe of ridiculous Dottrines, or have 
ready any Plot againſt the Government. 
. 65. Mr. E. is much offended with the Biſhop 
for mentioning King James 11's. Inca pacity for our 
Proteſtant Government; and he ſays, that he is ſorry 
to find in the Biſhop's Book, pag: 25. That King James 
commenc'd a Lunatick or an Idiot, &c. This Is Citing 
the Biſhop's Words as a Jeſuit wou'd do. Does not 
Mr. E. know, that no ſuch Words are to be found 
in that Page, or in any part of the Biſhop”; Book? 
Nay, does not the Biſhop ſay in that very Page ex- 
elly, that * Ning james“ Natural Temper, and 
"bus Moral Accompliſhments were no worſe” than thoſe 
«of many other Princes, and that it was his Religion 
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Preſervative Defended, &c. 65 
he receives: as a Biſbep, and not as a Baron of par- 

| lament. Stawnford's Pleas of the Crown, p. 132. 

8. 67, Mr. E. is intoxicated with a new Notion of 
the Nonjurors; that the Relation between 4 Biſbop and. 0 
his Dioceſe, being of a Spirit nal Nature, i not to be 
diſſolv'd by the Civil Magiſtrate. According to which 
Doctrine, the Popiſh , Biſhops who were diſabled 

by an Act 1 Elz. (and ſome hundreds of Divines 

who were depriv'd by the Act of Uniformity 1662) 
continu d notwithſtanding the Rightful Paſtors, and. 
were not regularly depriv'd ; and the Proteſtant 
iſhops who ſucceeded were Intruders! Whither are. 


„ 


-theſe Men driving? e LL» 
96. 68. This Gentleman wilfally runs into the ſame 
Miſ-repreſentation of the Biſhop, as the reſt, who. 
have written againſt the Biſhop. In p. 40. and after» 
wards for ſeyeral Pages together, the Biſhop plainly, 
ſays, The Lay-Power. does not concern itſelf with: the 
“ Powers or Capacities within; but only takes care 
they ſhali not be exerted to the hazard of the 
4 Publick, and deprives Eccleſiaſticks of the Exerciſe 
« of their Office or Function, to the Prejudice of. 

“ State, &c. This is the conſtant Stile of the 
Biſhop every where; yet, to make the Biſhop. odi- 
ous, this Gentleman repreſents him as maintaining, 
that Biſhops may be depriv'd by Lay-Powers of their, 
Spiritual, and Epiſcopal Powers, and Eccleſiaſtical Cha- 
rater > which every Reader may preſently ſee is a 
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* My Lord Coke telle ws, Toftit. 1 Part. $. 648; 
That at firſt all the Biſhopricks of England were founded. by. 
our Kings, and were Donative, till the gth of King John. And. 
the Founders and Patrons of Churches or Chappels admitted Clerks 
without the Intervention of the Ordinary, to give Admiſhon and 
Inſtitution. This was #he firft beginning of that pretended indiſſolu- 
ble Relation by Civil Power: It muft be remembred alſo, that ſuch 
Founders bad & right to viſit, and not the Ordinary, and conſequent ly 
bad 4 right to deprive, if 13 their terms of Admiſſion vie- 

: p-L 


lated, Hugh's Parſon's Law, 
noto· 


66 The Biſopof BaxnGor's 
nototioas Impoſition 
won ogy BIS 
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Soldier, 1 Kings 2. 25, 265 and 35. thruſt out Abi arbar 


* . 


upon himfelf and the Biſhop 
be 69,” The Caſe of Abiatbar is ſo fully, clearly, 
and unahſwerably ſtated by the wp as far as an 
Inſtance-of Deprivation in the Jewiſh Government 
can extend to a parallel cafe in the Brirsſh Govern- 
ment, that the Biſhop's Anſwerers are put to hard 
lifts to elude the force of it, and to impoſe upon 
their Readers. The Text ſays exprefly, that King 


from being Prieſt unto the Lord —and Zadok the Prieft 
dit the Ning put in the room of Abiathar. Grot ius in 
Loc. ſays Solomon did this jure Regio. FYarablae, 


ſays, Privavit tum Sacerdotals Dipnitate. But Eſius, 
Corn. 4 Lapide, und the Popiſh Commitntators, will have 


Abinthar's Deprivation to be only indirefts, &. ex 
omiſequents ; that is, the Conſequence of his Baniſh- 
ment from Feruſalem, where only the High Prieſt's 
Office ©ou'd be executed: and this laſt is the Senſe of 
the Nonjurors, We won't quarrel about Niceties, 
Mr. E's Senſe ſhall be admitted, viz. that King So- 
terion only baniſh'd Abiathar. It muſt follow then, 


that he hinder'd, and totally diſabled him from exe- 


cuting the High Prieft”sOffice, which is all the Biſho 
contends: for; and by putting Zadot in Abiath 


room, it will alſo follow, that there was a Vacancy, and 


the Syirituul Relatiom between Abiathar and the Jewiſh 
Chitch was extinguiſh'd by mere Exile; for the Non- 
jurors will not allow it was done by Royal Autho- 
rity. If therefore King George 'wou'd oblige here- 
after our Nonjurors, he muſt not take upon him to 


Aiprive em by Acts of Parliament, but only baniſh em 


out of the Nation, which is a proper Civil Puniſhment 
they admit the Zay Power may exerciſe. And this 
was exercis d by Arcadius the Emperor, who ba- 
niſh'd St. Chryſoſtom for the Liberty he took of re- 
flecting upon the Empreſs *Exdoxia in his Sermons. 
What does Mr. E. think had been his ren, 


4 


Preſervative Pefended, cc. 167 
if Chryfaſtom had declar d agiiaſt Arcadias for another 

Emperor? ns. 7 
Mr. E's Readers muſt ſmile. at his pretended 
Triumph oyer the Biſhop, pag. 91. becauſe the 
Biſhop allows a Heathen Emperor the Right of Self. De- 
fence againſt a Biſhop who is bis Enemy; and yet main- 
tains the Incapacity of 4 Popiſh Prince to govern this 
Proteſt ant Realm. From hence Mr. E. infults with 
this Concluſion, That Popery, upon the Biſbop's Prin- 
ceiples, « 4 greater Incapacity than Paganiſm : Which, 
however ſtrange this may appear to Mr. E. and his 
Friends, who have lately. a great Tenderneſs for 
Pepery; yet tis found by ſad Experience to be 
too true in Hungary, Tranſylvania, and other Coun- 
tries, where Popiſh and Mahometan Princes have by 
turns been their Maſters by the Fate of War. The 
Proteſtants who have made.the Trial, and other Chri- 
ſtians, prefer the Mahomeran to the Popiſh Yoke,' as 
| lighter of the two, And if our Jacobites were to 
make a trial, they wou'd find it fo, uuleſs they have 
lately made ſome further ſecret Steps towards a 
Coalltion with the Church of Rome. 11 
§. 70. One wou'd think by the Air and Stile of 
ſeveral Paſſages in his Book, Mr. E. had been actually 
reconciÞd, There's ſo much Fierceneſs and Ill- breed - 
ing in moſt of the Paragraphs towards the end of 
the Pamphlet, that it may be well ſuſpected to have 
been publiſh'd, Permiſſu Superiorum. He ſeems to 
have learn'd Leſley's Art of playing the Trickfer and 
Buffoon ia Controverſy, and to write for the Mob. 
Abſurd Inferences are drawn from the Biſhop's 
Words, and falſe Comments put upon em; and then 
the Biſhop is inſulted without Mercy or Good Man- 
ners: as every Reader may ſee, eſpecially from the 
88th Page to the end of the Book. If young Oliver at 
Urbino has no better Advocates, than thoſe who 
have appear'd for him againſt the Biſhop of Banger, 
his Cauſe, God be prais'd, is grown deſperate, and 
Its Defenders contemptible. Now Mr. Leſley is turn'd 
I 2 Knight 
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_ Knight Errant, bis Deputy Controuertiſts expoſe them- 
- Ffelves, and their Cauſe, by the weakeſt and rudeſt 

' Pamphlets that have been pent'd, fince the Days of 

2 Ring James II. when the Prieſts and Jeſuits, who 

cou d hardly write true Epgliſb, pretended to banter 

our Learned Divines, juſt as theſe Anſwerers do the 

< ** Biſhop of Bangor. When Father Leſley comes to hear 

how theſe Trifiers have manag'd in his Abſence, he'll 

- filence the whole Set, and. iſſue out new Commiſſions 
to Father Milburn, Father Welton, &c. | 


the Biſhop of Bangor, is Mr. H—g., who calls his 

Papers, A modeſt Enquiry into the Biſbop of Bangor's 

Preſervative, &c. and yet very immodeſtly tells the 

World in the Title Page, that he has prov'd ſome 

Principles advanc'd by the Biſhop of Bangor ſeem de- 

" frruttive of all Reveal'd Religion. This is a high 

Charge againſt a Chriſtian Biſbop, and ought to be 

grounded upon Proofs very clear and ſtrong, eſpe- 

cially when offer d by a private Member of our 

Church, againſt a Prelate of his own Communion. 

1 hint this to Mr, H---gs, becauſe he ſeems to be a 

Perſon, whom Religion has made Serious and Inqui- 

- fitive. He muſt know, that *tis not for his own 

Reputation to make ſo bold an Attack upon a B:ſhop, 

even tho his Proofs were probable. - What then will 

the World judge of Mr. H---gs, when upon read- 

ing they ſhall find Parturiunt Montes, naſcetur Ridi- 

culus Aus; That Mr, H--ggs was only frighted, and 

thought there was a dangerous Tendency in a Paſſage 

or two of the Biſhop's Preſervative, and therefore 
reſoly*'d not to ſpare *em ? OY | 

§. 72. This Gentleman propoſes, p. 3. to conſider 

two Points in the Preſervative, that of our Saviour's 

"4 forgiving Sins, and the Caſe of Abiathar. The Senſe 

in which our Saviour forgave Sins is repreſented by 

the Biſhop in one entire Paragraph, y- - And in 

my poor Opinion, with the utmoſt exactneſs, with 

| rela- 


6. 71: The laſt Hand, that is lifted up againſt | 
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telation to God, to our Saviour, and the Nature 
ef Forgiveneſs it ſelf. The Reader is defir'd carefully 
to weigh the B:ſhop's Words, and then conſider 
Mr. H---gr's Remarks, which are not a little foreign 
and ſurpriziag. He does not point out one ſingle 
Sentence of the Biſhop's, wherein he places any 
Miſtake ; but ſets himſelf a task to prove, that Chriſt 
forgave Sins by his own original and underiv'd Power. 
Now, tho this does not any ways concern the Pre- 
ſervative, yet this Gentleman is very fond of pro- 
ving it. The firſt Proof is this, © Chriſt purchas'd 
«© us by his Blood, and therefore he had an Original 
Power to forgive Sins, Which is in other words, 
Chriſt acquir'd this Power, and therefore tis Original. 
What he purchas'd, he had not before ; and if he 
con'd not forgive Sins before that Purchaſe, he cer- 
tainly cou*d not forgive em originally. So this Ar- 
gument is @&guxKo Alo * DOE 

§. 73. His next Argument is, © Chriſt is Self. 
Exiſtent, and therefore had an original and unde- 
« riv'd Power to forgive Sins. To prove his Ante- 
cedent, he refers us to the Articles, but names no 
Words, nor Clauſe in em. All the Antient Creed: 
we have adopted into our Liturgy ſpeak of Chriſt, 
as 4 begotten Son, now is that 4 Self-Exiſtent\ Son ? 
The Son is ſaid to be of (ond, that is, from) the Fa- 
ther; and is that Self-Exiſtent ? The Father is of, 
or from none, is not that Self-Exiſtent ? So the Creed, 
commonly call'd Athanaſian ; and ſo the four Evenge- 
lifts, and the whole New Teſtament, and all Orthodox 
and Heterodox Antiquity too, . 

g. 74- Mr. H---g's next Step is to produce ſeveral 
Texts in favour of + Purchaſe and Self-Exi- 
fence; which, ſome of em at leaſt, were never 
Rey into the Service before. The Reader will 

laſh for him; and think, as I do, it was great pity 
this Gentleman ſhou'd not know himſelf, or be bet- 
ter advis'd. Alas for him, the World will not bear 
his proving Quidlibet ex quolibet, His 5th, how” 


20 The Biſhop\ef BAN GOR 
and 7th. Pages are written in the way of Jaca Zel- 
men, or Mr. Sites, and are really paſt al Human Un. 

| derſtanding. What Mortal wou'd expect, that is ac- 
_ quaiated with the Holy Scriptures, an Application 
o foreign, ſo inept, from a Man of Letters! _ 
S. 75. The next thing this Gentleman undertakes 
is the Caſe of Abiatharz upon which he eadeavours 


to ſhew, br 
1. That Abiathar was not High Prieſt. 
2. That he was not depos'd by Solomon. 
3. That the Kings of Judab had no Eccleſiaſti- 
cal Supremacy. _ \. VR gs oh ag 
For the firſt Point, That Abiathar was nor High 
Prieſt; *tis a Notion contrary to the Judgment of 
the beſt Commentators, who from 2 Sam. 8. 15. and 
Ch, 15. 29---35, and Ch. 19. 11. and from other 
Places ſay; the High Prieſthood was jointly in Za- 
dok and Abiathar for ſome time; and perhaps exer- 
cis'd alternately, as the Functions of the Prieſts were 
by the Poſterity of Eleazar and Iehamar, 1 Chron. 24. 
from whom Zadek and Abiathar deſcended. 2. *Tis 
evident, that Abiathar executed the Function of 


High Prieſt. alone for ſome time, otherwiſe Zadot 


| cou'd not be ſaid to be put in his room, 1 Kings 2. 
35. for Zadok was without diſpute High Prieft ; and 
what cog'd he be appointed to execute in the room 
of Abiathay, but the High Prieſt's Office ? 3. Upon 
a compare of two Texts which Mr. H. gs deſires to 
Have, read and compar'd, viz. 2 Sam. 20. 25. and 
1 Kings 4. 4. I ſay; tis plain from theſe Texts, that 
the principal Ailitary, Civil and Eccleſiaſtical Off- 
cers in David's and Solomon's Courts are recited, 
and in both Texts Abiathar is nam'd with Zadol. 


4. Menochius has demonſtrated from Foſephw, as 
well as from other Conſiderations, that Abiathar was 


High Prieftk. And Gronw ſays expreſly, that the 
High Prieſts, pointing at the Caſe of Zadok and 
Abiathar, were appointed-or depos'd by the Kings of 
Iſrael. 5. Suppoſing, but not granting, that * 

„ thar 
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ther was not High Prieſt ; yes, as Yateblus words it, 
Solomon privavit rum dignit ate Sacerdotali ; or, Dejecit 
ab executione Officis, as moſt agree: and that is e- 
nough for an Inſtance of the Deprivation of a Prieſt 
by the Civil Power, which is the point the Biſhop 
of Banger had in his view. But to return, Mr. 
H.- g indeed roundly affirms, p. 11. that Abiathar 
cou d not be High Prieſt till the Extinction of Eles- 
zar's Line. This, if true, muſt be becauſe the High 
Prieſthood was by God's appointment confin'd\ to 
Seniority and Proximity of Blood; but 1 don't find 
any ſuch Order in the Levitical Law *. Beſides tis 
look'd upon as certain, by Learned Men, that from 
Ui to Zadok, the four intermediate Perſons in 
fact were not High Prieſts. Eli was not of the Line 
of Eleazar, and is not found in his Genealogy, 
1 Chron. 6. But Foſephue, Lib. Antiq. 5. makes El 4 
Deſcendant of hamar, Aarons younger Son; and ſo 
it appears that he was, by comparing 1 Sam. 4. 11. 
chap. 14. 3. chap. 22. 20. with 1 Chron. 24; 3. in 
which laſt Text Ahimelech is ſaid to be of the Sons 
of Ithamar. And the ſame Abimelech by the forego- 
ing Texts appears to be the Great Grandſon of Eli. 

F. 76. The next thing Mr. H---gs undertakes, is 
to ſhew, that © Abiathar never mas depos'd by Solo- 
4 mon, p. 12, 13. The reſt of the Gentlemen who 
have pretended to anſwer the Biſhop, have not, in 
this particular, ſo openly attack'd that plain Account 
of a matter of fact, 1 Kings 2. 27. as this Gentleman 

does; They choſe the way of the Popiſh Commenta-/ 
ters, to evade the force of the Text, by ſaying, that 
Solomon depriv'd, or depos'd, or excluded Abiathar, 
indireftds, & ex conſequenti, &c. and not de jure & 
Autoritate propria, &c. but this Gentleman cites 


— —— 
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* The Separation of Aaron and his Sos, all without Diſtinc in, 
is appointed; Exod. 28. and 29th Chap. and the Perpetuity of the 
. Priejtbood was promis'd to Aaron's Sons in general, ibid. ) 8 

wor thele 
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0 « from ry Prieſthood, and 


cluded; but 
whole Paſſage, 1 Sem: 2. 31. ad fin. is a Denunciation 
againſt E/z's Family, and Poſterity, part of which 
Was fulfilld by Hephrs and Phineas, and Ahimelecl's 
being ſlain; but the compleat fulfilling of that Pro- 


fFrem the Feieſtbood. 
Family, becauſe of theirs, and his Sins; that ſome 


of BaNnGoR's 
| LSolomon thruſt out Abiather from being 


theſe W 
Priaſt unte 


This is 4 little ſhockin 


what the Scripeuret, affrm in à matter of fact. 
What are Mr. Hg. Reaſons? Why, he cites a 
Prophecy — Elis Poſterity.” mention'd 
5 * 2. e 4 Which ſbewt, that bis Po- 
« f (of wbich A 1 wa one) ſhou'd be excluded 


g 1 87 Ne. ſr] e, 
« the Prieſt e ow terpret er 
refer to Aliasbar, who was excluded. But Mr. Er, 

with wonderful Sagacity, brings this Prophecy, which 


+ foretold Abiathar Thould be excluded, to prove that 
he was wot excluded. . And if he was not, it does not 


that any other of Els Poſterity were ex- 
e Reader will obſerve, that the 


appear 


by the Excluſion "of Abiathar from being 
is Arenal apply'd in that very l 
1 2527. to the foremention'd Prophecy. 
then bere's a. very plain caſe directiy — "gs 
Mr. H- gs Notion, that Abiathar was not 6xclud 
Eli was told of the Fate of his 


phecy 


Priefl 
I K 


ſhou'd be cut off, &. and others excluded, Sc. and 


when Abiathar's Excluſion was mention'd, tis pte- 


ſently ſaid to be a fulfilling of that Prophecy. 
2 My 19099 my Readers will wonder how 


Mr, H. -g. evades 


ne Learned Biſhop Jewe thus expreſſes his Senſe of the 


matter; Abiatharus Epiſcopum ſummovit, & in ejus locum 
Ia MD Apol, p. 162. 12mo Edit. 


thar 


Lord, *} and preſently takes a4 
him to ſhew, that he was not thruſt out by Solomon. 
to deny In . e terms 


plain a Paſſage, for he does but 
evade it. Why ark, he ſays, 5. 13. we find Abia- 
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tbar, 1 Chrom. 4. 1-—4. as he was in David's ti 
6s next 'to Zadok, over all the Courſer of Prieſts, &ci 
But does that Text ſay ſo much? Nothing like it. 
The Names of Zadok and Abiathar are  mention'd 
indeed (as they are 2 Sm. 20. 25.) but fo are the 
Names of the other principal Officers, that acted un- 
der Solomon during bis Reign. Abiarbar having been 
th bean, Le Ste 2 _ ce at 
t nning o R is Name might 
well be: inſerted in the Liſt, which the. — of 
Chronicles makes of Solomon's chief Eccleſiaſtical and 
Civil. Officers. Abiathar, ſolo nomine © Sacerdos, ut 
vacentes in Imperio, &c. as Groiss. | believe Mr. 
H---gs is the firſt, and *tis likely, will be the laſt 
who will ſappoſe "Abiathar was il executing the 
Prieſts Office in contradiction to a plain Text, 

2, 27. which ſays, be was thruſt out: from being Lag 
and Mr. H---gs ventures to ſuppoſe this, only becauſe 
Abiathar happens to be mention'd in a Liſt of the 
Chiefs who had ated under Solomon during his 
Reigh. 

. 78. Mr. Honig next reaſon 2 Abiarbar was 
not deposg'd by Selomon, was —4 Cy men- 
tioned, nor never thought on by any body but him- 
ſelf, All the Learned Verſions, and Commentators, w 
againſt - him in his new Notion. He ſays, S, p. 1 

that W131 ſhou'd be render d, Solomon won 

« thruſt him out, &c. ” | Immanuel Tremellim, the 
Learned Junius, Ca alte, the Vulgar, the Seventy, 
and, 1 believe, all 790 . erfions, and thoſe. 
in Modern Languages that I have ſeen, agree 
with our Tranſlation. exactly, and are full againſt 
Mr. H---g;'s Verſion, The Verſion of the Seventy 
ls of a great Authority with all Learned Men, 
and that ls ©3 expreſs as any of the reſt : and what 


confirms oor Tranſlation, Log the Senſe wherein 
every body has underſtood this Text till now, is 
N that in the 35th 8 the ſame 1 Kings 2. 
"tis 


* 


. B. Bifbep of RN do s 
/pliinly.faid, chat 'Zadokin'the room 
| Of lbiathery Which Could not have been done, if 
Solomon _> 4 yy have thruſt but Abiunbar, 'as 
4 d have it; #nd 2biarhar" had not 
"= out, depos depos d, or:deprivid. Be- 
rvable, that immediately before, ia 
—— Ache Rid gg th wer; tis faid, that Solo- 
er pot We in the ths pops ub over the Hoſt; 
ood then tis adtled, that he put Zulot in the room 
df Abinbar. Whence tis evident beyond all Contra- 
fiction, that Zulat ſuceteded in the room and ſtead 
of Ahiatchan, 1 che room und ſtead of 
Janb: AN Generel, and High Prieſt, in place of 
the old onts, And as for Mr. Fi. - g his Criticiſm 
upon the Hebrew Verb, which is a future in Pobet of 
the Preter Slpnification, I don't find any ground for 
+: nay regs of ths e, or any pecaliar 
53 in that word to juſtify his Suppoſition, but 
the Gontraty, How vain und oſtentatious this At- 
tempt to alter dhe Verſion appears in Mr "ap, I 
leave others to judge. | 
»$ 478% Aud nom, my Lord, we are come to 
in ou is third Aſſertion z and that is, that the 
ings of Je bad no Supremacy of rheiy Prieſts, p. 
22 What e Suppoſe\ that to be ſo. Had not 
e ing of - qr Ves, Mr. H- lays, © 
had an abſolut, * Very well, -that's 
Moor ered pro cid. Por Seesen was 


King of the twelve Tribes: So according to 
Mr. 


H- gi, be then had an Abſolute” Supremach, 
and might therefore, if he pleas'd, de Pea, 
tbar, or any of the Pries, not only upon a 
3.4 but alſo upon an Eccleſiaſtical Account, if 
Mr. H*---gr be right in ſaying he had an Abſolute 
— bat that, at prefent, is not worth En- 
quiry. Ibo I cannot but obſerve without pity, 
that Mr. N- very accurately informs his Readers 
N was the — 29 of this Abſolute Supre 
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fays be, that the Kings of Jari made the Prieſt- 
 haod: and Religion. ever mhich they mere fo 
I leave this to be underſtood by others, for my part 


no. Friends to keep him from expoſing but l 


9. 80. He goes on, p, 19. to except againſt the 


much is imply'd in Salome s words, „ Thon art wor- 
10 


& Aarh. Becauſe of the Duty and Affection he 


Forfeiture of any other Man's Title that was not of 


Preſervative Defeudaz Kr. 75 
wacy, in theſe. words t wes feundid upon this, 


Supreme. 


I can/ only admire, and wonder the Gentleman had 


forbear,. tho I muſt tell him, the very next Para- 
gra ph one wou'd think was written in Bew——x. 
No wonder then, that. he goes on to give himſelf 
{ach Airs, and to conclude with 2 Sa- 
tisfaction in himſelf, | J 


B; op- for ſaying, Solomon claim'd a Right: over the 
Life of Abiathar. I don't find it worded ſo by the 
Fiſhop, However, no body can well doubt but ſo 


of Death, but I will not at preſent put ther to 


bad ſhown to his Father David, that alone mov'd 
his Compaſſion, and ſuſpended the Execution of 
Abiathar, and the depriving him of his Income at 
Fterboth.;, Which being a Frechold for Life only, 
a Perſonal lutereſt, muſt have follow'd the 
Fate of its Poſſeſſor ;, it being in the King's power 
10 have held, or .receiv*d Abiathar's lacome during 
his Life, which was the longeſt Term a Prieſt couu 
be Maſter: of. As for the Allotment of forty eight 
Cities. and their Territories out of the twelve © 
Tribes, fot the Maintenance of the Prieſts by Di- 
vine Appointment, there was nothing fingular in 
that; foraſmuch as the whole Country was by the 
ſame_ Divine Appointment. allotted to the twelve 
Tribes, Joſh, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19. So that 
if ſuch Appointment render'd the Title of the pre- 
ſent Boſſeſſor indefeizable, then there cou'd be no 


the Sons of Aron. : | 
7A... K 2 | §. 81. 
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F. 81. My Lord, Mr. N-. 
make his Paper remarkable, by pretending to ſhew, 


The Biſhop. of Banoo: 


had à mind to 


chat ſome Privciples advanced bythe Biſhop of Bangor e 
| - deſtructive. of al ReveaF'd Religion. This bold Sug- 


geſtion he takes care to make the very firſt Article 

_ 11n bis Title- Page. How this becomes the Title of 
1 his Paper, which is call'd, 4 Aodeſt Enquiry, | 
| leave others to judge; aud deſire he wou'd well 
conſider, eſpecially at this Seaſon of Humiliation. 
Surely a modeſt Man wou'd have been far from 
treating thus a Biſhop of his own Communion, 
Zunleſs the g s he went upon were clear and 
undeniable. lu this modeſt. manner our Biſhops 
and Divines were attack'd in James Il's Reign by 
the modeſt; Prieſts and Feſuits, who writ to the 

. Mob ; luſtily affirmiog, and ſtoutly denying what- 
ever was for their purpoſe. They thought to 
carry all by Bluſter and Noiſe. Had Mr. Evy, 
or Mr. H. g, or ou of the Biſhop's Anſwerers, 
deen the Diſciples of Loyola, they cou'd not have 
treated a. Proteſtant Biſhop. in harder Terms, or 
with more groundleſs Clamour and ſtupid Reflec- 
tions. If a Man had not a great mind to cavil, 
wou d ſuch a Paſſage as Mr. H=--gs refers to in the 

- 78th Page of the Biſhop's Preſervative, be made the 
ground of ſo tertible an Accuſation, as that rhe 

- Biſhop's. Principles' ſeem deſtructiue of al Reveal d 
Kelig ion Io give colour to this Charge, Mr. H. g. 
is oblig'd to be very obſcure, and unſearchable in 
his Arguments. Had Ja mind to divert my Rea- 
ders, I might come upon him directly, and prove 
that Mr. H gs Notions overthrow the whole Deſign 
ef the New Teftament, and the expreſs Doctrine of al 
the Antient Creed; who all affirm, in every place, 
that Jeſus Chriſt was the Son of Gad, ſent 'of God, 

receiv'd Power from God, was God of God, hegotten of 

God, &c. whereas Mr. H--»gs, in contradiction to 

all theſe, affirms, Chriſt is 4 Self-exiſtent Being. 

| | Fn. | | -3 Again, 
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build the Authority of the Canon upon the Azthority 
of the Church, by which they mean Eocieſia 
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Again, how-eaſy is it to charge Mr. 'H---gs with 
ſapping the Foundation of the Chriſtian Retigion, 
by his deriving, p. 25, 26. the great Evidence-of 


the Chriſtian Religion from's Regular | 


Lweceſſion of Perſons fy d: and. regularly Ordaind-? 
&c. Wos u is b C of 3 — «The 
« Evidence of the Chriſtian Religion were - miratulons 
«, Fatt; — the Sacraments are the Memorials of thoſe 
4 Fatts, and 4 Regular uninterrupted Succeſſion only, 
4 &c. can preſerve thoſe Memorials, and afſure us th 
«hey art for ſuch 4 purpoſe, '&c.** The Papiſts 


cls. 
Mr, H---gs builds the Authority of the Chriſtian 
Religion upon the ſame Foundation, in other 
Words. oa >, ; i234 VIpg Linn. SAD oY 
8. $2. In his fifth Section, where the Biſnop is 
treated with ſo little Reverence, and the Evidence 
of the Chriſtian Religion plac'd by Mr. H. -g, upOn 
ſo ſandy a Foundation; he points ſome artſeſs Re- 
flections againſt ſome of the greateſt Divines of our 
Church, who making the Scriptures their Rule, 
and genuine Antiquity their Guide, have with ho- 
neſt Courage imitated their Forefathers who liv'd 
before, at, and fince the Reformation. If Perſons 
were to be blam'd for altering their Judgments, 
to what purpoſe are all Scripture-Inſtructions a 
Exhortations 7 Not to ſee groſs Miſtalen, is to be 
Stupid. not to own what we ſec, iu to be tes 5 
to condemn the Apoſtles, and many of the Pri- 


mitive Fathers, whoſe Glory it was that they alter'd 


their - Jadgments, and openly profeſs'd it, tho it 
colt em their Lives. I wiſh this Gentleman wou'd 
ſo well conſider Perſons and Things, as to mend 
his Miſtakes, and acknowledge em too, Wou'd any 
body that has a true regard for his own Character, 
be guilty of ſuch Trifling as he plays upon his — 
1 8 
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ders ic hig laſt Section? He thinks fit to put the 
Biſbop- In mind of ſome Paſſages in our Arrieles, 
Cn, aol Higory- nelatang, to Ordination, c. as 
2 or rejected em. 
1 as. 


- 6 the, Binop bad either 
Uodaubadiy Mr. Al--- 


Riſkapethat Mr. Ng ae not his 
. —— reprimanded him ſeverely 

for. 0 ia his admirable Apology; 
—— 2 — 82. KEW» 
e 


es Dore 
Suan 


the great Evidence 
of holding, Puinej- 
Het oh a ie alt Reyeald enen. 
| Fac = rt — . is one of tlie firſt who qr 


Sucaeſſie one of the pri 
«nd — a Bae ion. T be Papiſts, 


2 8 of wade it one of the Marks of the true 
Church but wboever looks into — — of 
ant woſt eminent Refor md Divines, will — 
they bave by no means; laid any ſtreſs: ch a 
— oc VUniaterrupted — of — in Holy 
4 


bat ene Succeſſiom in the true Faith, and 

which; was the verz. Senſe of: the 

(mire gn — "Tor. in. Loh de Preſcription. 
— & erſouis ſed ex. fide perſonas, prahuvi 
d St. Ambroſe, de Punitent iu, I. I. c. &. ſays, 


Few: — Frei, qo faem Petri nan he 
bind: Mt. H gr may fee, that the Pope's Pre- 
— om Mr nim ad Succeſſion from Sr. Pe- 


errupt 
terg;w auld ber deſpis'd by St. Ambroſe, uur 
teſs Hie ducceeded to the Faith of St. Prter, which 
ref are ſure he dots not. Let in this Point of Suc : 


cellion;ithe Vanity aud pride of dur Romaſh _— 
ſaries 


7 © * to 


ag Hhrding was ta Re Nd Tis well for that 


p 
| 
p 
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guries is very remarkable, and very ridiculous : Rd 


A 


Preſervative Deſendel, Nc. 7g 


*tis not leſs remarkable, that ſome amongſt us 
fuatch up h Cudgels, with which they aflſaelt 
their dyn Proteſtant Biſhops; | *Tis's melanchbly, 
but a true Obſervation,” that ſome peeviſh Spirits 
amongſt us, who are weak in the Faith, but ſtrong 
in their Paſſions and Reſentments, having taken Of- 
fenee at the JatE Revolution, are prowh angry 
with their Lenders, aud are making daily Ad- 
vances towards Popery. © Several Proofs of 'this 
are to be met with in the Writings of Dr. Miles, 
aud Mr. Leſty, and others too, whom 1 am anwil- 


ling to nome, becauſe 1 would hope they may (grow — 
| F. $3. But 1 muſt return to Mr. H.., who be- 


caufe he ſo 'boldly challenges the Biſhop in 'b& Ex 
qniry, and his Addreſs to the Convention, upon the 
point of a regular uninterrupted 'Secefſion, &c. he's 
deſir d to look over any Series of Biſhops, of any 
of the Sees now extant, and -confider with tſimſelf, 
if he can trace any one Sucteſſion, from the preſent 
Biſhop up to the Apoſtles, that has been ſtrictiy re- 
gular in all the intermediate Biſhops; and if he can 
_ ſuch certain and undoubted Accounts of 
uch a Succeſſion, as may fully ſatisfy himſelf and 
all other reaſonable Men, that there has been no 
Irregularity in the whole Succeſſion. My Lord, 
Mr. H-, muſt be furniſid with ſome extraordi- 
nary Accounts beſides what are now publick, if he 
can make out this regular Succeſſion with that Cer- 
tainty, as bis Opinion of the Neceſſity of ſuch a 
Steceffion does "neceſſarily require he ſhould. | He 
will find himſelf oblig'd to ſuppoſe and preſume in 
many Particulars, where he caanot have Certaraty, 
and will be forc'd to ſpeak in 4s modeſt Terms - 
bout this regular Succeſſion, as the Biſhop arid other 
wile Men have done; who taking things as They find 

bu them, 
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90 The Biſhip-of BanGoR's 
anner 
wi N An e oe ©, 
5. 84. My Lord, this Gentleman's Zeal would not 
let him reſt after a ſingle Attack upon the Biſhop 
of Jager; but he comes on with another Aſſault 
upon him, and two other Divines, in a Paper call'd, 
The 's bumble Addreſs to the Convocation, &c. 
The Title and Concluſion are in the Stile of one 
Ferſon, but the beginning is Plural. What Helps 
he has had, I know not; but 1 doubt he has »o 
Friends to adviſe him, or is deaf to all Advice. It 
muſt be ſome Satisfaction to the Biſhop and his 
Friends to obſerve, that the Preſervative has not 
yet been oppos'd by one judicious Writer. His 
Lordſhip's only © Antagoniſts are the open Enemies, 
or the ignorant Friends. of our Church and Conſtitu- 
tion: Of the laſt there would be ſome Hopes, if 
they would pleaſe to review the Preſervarive with 


leſs Paſſion, and more Attention and Modeſty: 


Rare Qualities, I confeſs, in an Adverſary, but not 
impoſſible to be found in a. good Chriſtian, Had 


Mr. = acted in this matter with a due regard 
and his Saperiours, for whom he often 


to himſe | | 
feſſes a great regard, the Publick had not ſeen 

his Addreſs to the mm My Lord, there are, as 

is well known, - abundance of Lay-Gentlemen and 


others of our Communion, as much concern'd in 
theſe Matters, and as capable of repreſenting their 
Concern to the Convocation, as Mr. H—gs. But 
ſince the Caſe: of two of the Reverend Divines, a- 
inſt whom Mr. H—gs is become an „ has 
diſmiſs'd by that. venerable Body; he ſhould 

have ſnewn them ſo much Duty at leaſt, as to for- 
bear to ſollicite them, and have left them to take 
their own, which we hope will be a ſeaſonable 
time, for a further Deliberation upon thoſe weigh- 


ty and important Points; which are of that high 
2971 | Nature, 


* 


1 


and Peace 


Preſetvative Defended, &cc. 81 


Nature, that they deſerve the ſtricteſt and moſt 
attentive Conſideration. Upon all the ordinary 
Heads of Controyerſy with the Church of Rome, 
our: and the foreign Reformers had written with ſo 


much judgment and Exactneſs at the beginning of 


the Reformation, that they left little room for Ad- 


ditions or Improvement. Moſt of the Texts were 


examin'd, and the ſeveral Paſlages in the Fathers 
were produc'd to the greateſt advantage: But the 
Doctrines of the Trinity, and the Divinity of our 


Bleſſed Saviour, were receiv'd in our Church at the 
beginning of our happy Reformation, as thoſe Doc- 


trines were then geberally underſtood and explain'd 
in all the Weſtern Churches. Theſe great Myſteries 
being attended with Difficulties both in the Manner 
of our Conception of them, and Expreſſions a- 
bout them, our Divines of the higheſt Rank have, 
upon occaſion, unhappily interfer'd; as Dr. South, 
Dr. Sherlock, Dr. Wallis, and others, did at the end 
of the laſt Century, and me other great Men at 
the beginning of this. By which wiſe Men plain- 
ly ſee the great Neceſſity of Charity and Temper 
in ſuch ſublime Speculations, and do alſo humbly 
hope a happy time may come, when thoſe great 
Points may be fully examin'd, and fairly ſtated in, - 


our Supreme Eccleſiaſtical Council; ſo as to ſilence 


all Diſputes amongſt our ſelves, and to ſet a Stan- 
dard to all other Chriſtian Churches. This would 
be a glorious Work, and be attended with bleſſed 
Conſequences, X 


. 85. May Tour Lordſhip; whom God has, ho- 


nour'd with the higheſt Dignity in the Chriſtian Church, 

and with a Zeal for our Church, and Love to your 

Country, ſutable to your ſacred Character, be one 

of the ebf“ Inſtruments of advancing the Honour 
0 


our Church; 8 ſhe may be the Praiſe 
| 0 
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HE Divine Rights of the Britiſh Nation and- 
5 — vindicated : In Remarks on the, @ 
1 Papers publiſh'd againſt the Reverend Mr. 

adley's Conſiderations upon the. Biſhop of 2 s 4% 
The Second Edition corrected. 3 2 
Archbiſnop Tilorſor's Sermon, e Doing as we 

would be done unto: not printed in any of his 

Works. 

The Charge of God to N a Thankſgiving- / | 
Sermon preach'd before of Marlborough, for 
paſſing the Lines, and taking Bouchain. By Francis 55 
Hare, D. D. 

w— Bouchain : 4 Dialogue between the late Med: 
ley and Examiner. 

— The Management of the late War, in 4 
Letters to a Tory Member. * 

—— The Allies and the Late Miniſtry defended, ; 
in anſwer to The Conduct of the Allies. In 4 parts. 

»— Frauds at St. Paul's. In 2 parts. | 

K. Wilian's Affection to the Chugch of England 5 
confider'd. | 

Inquiry into the Genuine Authority of 1 John 5. 5.7. 
There be three that bear Retord in Heaven, &c. 

A new Catechiſm, with Dr. Hickes's thirty nine 


| 2 


Articles. With a Preface, relating to the true ln- Is 
tereſt of Great Britain, both in Church and State. 
Some Thoughts on the Repreſentation of tbe 
Lower Houſe of Conyocation. In a Letter to Dr. 4 2 * 
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A Ter to a North-Wiltſhire Clergyman, 4 
ng to an Addreſs from that Archdeaconry to the 


Queen. With a Character of the Biſhop of Sarum, © | 
my Account of the Clergy's — ne 8 
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